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FOREWORD

).

The New Mexico Department of Education is pleased to present thls

We want to extend our af jati 2

L

having made this material available'to us.

thg themes included in. the booklet t

Givén the scarcity of €eaching\materials of this kind, it is a )

~ ..

.

pleasure for us to briné this booklet to those schools w1th blllngual
programs. Since our work deals w1th the promotlon of blllngual—multlcultural

education, we are sure that this materlal, orlglnglly p;lnted by the museum,

will be‘of value for those who are looking for extra materials to include

in their -bilingual programs. ) : o ;

* 4 L / N ' -

: ' . Henry W. Pascual .- . ;)\
' Director '

Bilingual Teagher Training Unit
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NEW MEXICO'S MANY ENVIRONMENTS

New Mexico is the fifth 1aﬁgest state of the Union, measuring 390
miles from north to south and 350 miles from east to west, a total.
of 77,866,240 acres. N .

Within this vast expanse of land, six of the.seven life zones found:
in the United States are represented. Diversity of environments )
* 1s due to sharp variations in altitude, ranging from less than

3,000 feet above sea level to more than 13,000 feet. The Continent-
al Divide bisects the state in a north-south line running west of
the Rio Grande Valley. The land slopes downward from high -plateaus
in the north, punctuated by the uplift of many discontinuous mountain
ranges and vast' networks of mesas. o
Population in New Mexico has tended to congregate at altitudes
of 7000 feet and below, especially in those areds where -water—is —
ilable.

LIFE ZONES IN NEW MEXICO

1. 'The Lower Sonoran Zone

This zone covers 19,500 square miles in the southern part of the
State at altitudes below 5,000 feet. Here the dominant plant forms
are creosote bush, black grama grass and bunch grass, mesquite,
yucca, sotol, devil's claw, agave, prickly pear and other cactus.
‘The area includes the Lower Pecos Valley north to Rqswell, the Rio
Grande Valley north to Socorro and the Deming Plain west to the
state border. : a :

Winters are warm in this zone and

falling mainly insthe summer. Whérever there is water,,a long grow-

ing season is possible. Principal animals are the white tai]ideer,

~coyote and fox. ! ‘ . : ’
/ .

2. The Upper Sonoran Zone

This zone covers some 78,482 square miles in New Mexico, or about
two thirds of the state's total land area. It ranges from 5,000 to
7,000 feet. Most of. the grazing and agricultural land of the state
liesywithin this area,- whose natural growth is principally blue
grama, galleta and other grasses, juniper, pifion, 1ive oak, mountain
sycamore, prickly pear, agave and yucca. ' The topography includes
foothill country, high plains and mountain valleys. -

Within the altitudinal range of the zone, great extremes of heat and
cold are infrequent. There is light snowfall in the winter and rain-
fall averaging 12 to 18 inches per. year, with the higher rainfall in
the mountain valleys. The grasslands used to support great herds of
buffalo, antelope and other grazing animals. Half of the Llano
Estacado of eastern New Mexico is ipfthé Upper Sonoran zone as are
the plains north of the Canadian River, the Pecos Valley north of -

et

1

ers are hot. The land is arid .
" with7an annual rainfall that varieg/ between 1 1/2 to 12 or 15 inches, .

B
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Rosde]], the San Agustinvﬁlains, the Upper Rio Grande and Gila Valleys

: and the -Colorado. Plateau of northwestern New Mexico, -from-the Zufi
/ég River north to the San Judn Basin. ST P
SN ~ 3. The Transition Zone 3 ' ) I

Lty

-y

This zone covers 19,000 square miles of New Mexico, .at altitudes of
7,000 to 8,000 feet on northeastward-facing slopes and of 8,000 to
9,500 feet on southwestward-facing slopeg. Principally, the zone .
consists of broad mesas and mountain sides in the higher ranges,

which have profuse stands of yellow pine and abundant grasses. It :
is a zone of fairly ample rainfall and of running streams. . . LY

4. The Canadian Zone

’

This zonere0vefs,4,000 square-miles.at altitudes from 8,000 to
12,000 feet, depending on area and exposure. _It.is here-that-

forests of spruce, pine, fir and aspen are found. Here SNow ‘re-
mains until late in-the spring. Rains are’heavy, feeding mountain
streams near their source.: . i

-

The Hudsonian Zone - S L

- ) -
s.is a narrow zone of 160 square miles.along the timber 1ine of
high ‘méuntain slopes, generally at an altitude off around 12,000
feet. Stunted Engelmann spruce, cork-barked fir and foxtail pine
grow here. "The zone is covered with snow during 7 or 8 months of
the year, but in the Tate summer-.there are abundant grasses in
- high pastures. o -

A 6. The Arctic-Alpine. Zone
This zone includes only 100 miles of New Mexico, at :}titudes of
12,000 feet or higher, the highest peaks of the Sangfe de Cristo
.Mountains. This 1is ‘tundra country. Durind the brief season free
of snow, hardy alpine plants make a matted ground cowvbr. Q

3

4

- THE HUMAN EXPERIENCE ON NEW MEXICO LANDS . oy

&/1ived in Néw Mexico for at Teast 12,000 years, possibly -

1}
lave a clear, though incompiete, record -of a succession of life
ytes which indicate various ways of relating to the total physical
ahd sociad environments of different regions of New Mexico in
different periods. The record also shows that the environment it-
self .has been in constant flux. E ' -
The record further shows that the human populations qﬁ'various periody , -
and traditions in various regions of New Mexico, throlgh their diverse e
settlement and subsistence patterns, have made their mark on the phy- "7
. sical environment. ' : . N
9 . - S
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- MAN AND LAND IN PREHISTORIC NEW HEXICO
NEN MEXICO S FIRST INHABITANTS '

-on ’ - ’

Who came first, and when? L7

A
- Unlike the 01d World, the New Hor]d has no %equence of human skeletal
remains and -stone tools going back a miTlion years. Here, the ques-
tion is whether man came across the Bering Strait into the New World
dt some interval dur1ng the Ice Age, or came only at the end of the
Ice Age. .
(Some”gﬂ%haeolog1sts point to the fact that pr1m1t1ve-1dok1ng stoné.LQw
tools- have been found e1ther scattered on the surface of the ground *
, = orth America—to-the tip of South
America and that, wherever dating of these tools is poss1b1e, the
evidence suggests human occupation of the New World as far back as,
poss1b1y, 40,000 years when there was a 1and br1dge :

The argument goes that the "Siberian Chopper-Chopping Tradition" -
of pounding and ‘cutting tools was brought across ‘th& Bering Strait
.into the New World midway during: the ;ce Age,—at a,tnme when an1mals
and man might’ have crossed. / PR !

The ch1pp too]s found in Siberia and in the New NorTB seem to be o
completely disassociated from the finely' flaked stone proJect11e
points used by Postglacial hunters of both continents. This has
led some archaeologists to classify the older, tools as those of a-
"Pre-Projecti]e"'techno]ogical level. They say that, despite the- -
seeming crudengss- of the tools, they would be adequate to secure
subsistence af an interglacial 1ntdrva1 when d1ant and animal food
resourc e abundantj - _ _
‘In New Mexico the dating of tools of this type has been.impossible -
thugg?aFE>espec1a11y because very rudimentary chipped stone tools o
have been/used well -into historic t1mes fer utilitarian pounders
~and scrapers. Since the todls can't be dated, they can't be
. assigned to a particular technological level. It is 1nterest1ng,
however, that chipped toals of- a chert obtained on or nedr the
Pederna} Peak west of Ab1qu1u have been used from time 1mmemor1a1 -
wa-Wi1de area, perhaps serving as 1tems of early trade. '

We can only surmise that New Mexico's first residents m may have

been food gatherers -and hunters of small game, who did not need

an advanced technology to -survive because plant and animal food . - -
- sources were more abundant at that time than at any later period. *-

. o , MR

POSTGLACIAL BIG GAME HUNTERS: By 12,000 years "ago the glaciers of.
the Ige Age were retreating from the North American continent. ' The
climate -was moist, with cooler summers in New Mexico than we have
today, and with many pluvial lakes and E]azas water-filled de- ¢
pressions. s Plant 1ife abounded, providing food for many types of
mammals which are now extinct, 1nc1ud1ng giant mammoths , mastodons,
buffalo and sloths, and small horses and camels. _

L.
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Hunters equ1pped with spears followed the mammals on their w1de range

from one grazing area to another. The hunting groups appear.to have
. been small bands, whose\campsites were occupied for. short periods.
‘Some areas, however, seem to have been revisited. Larger sites are
located on plains, and bnoad valleys, occupied, perhaps during the"
summers when bison, in particular, congregated\1n herds. Small
sites are scattered in foothills, perhaps thé winter quarters of
small groups; during this season, bison tend to seek she]ter tfrom
winter winds, scattering into fodth1lls and va]Weys

The stone too]s of the hunters are v1rtua11y all that remains for
us to study. Most are tools associated with hunting, but the
occasional grinding implements found at’ camps1tes prove that p]ant

foods were also gathéred and processed . \ {

We can onTy infer Trom the presence “of numerous 9crap1ng too]s found

~at kill-sites that the big-game hunters used the h1des of the .

4

* animals came to drink. . "Armament".camps::where spear points were
- . x - g . . ) )

animals they bagged, presumably for clothing and perhaps also for
shelter. No objects of hide remain. Likewise, there are ne "tools .
or tool-parts of wood used by these hunters until ‘the .very end of

“the Postglacial period, but we infer -that some wood was used. y Spear
points would need spear shafts. It is not yet est blished th;E some
archaeologists also think the earliest big-game hunters: used the
atlatl (spear thrower) but a wooden atlatl hook wa; found in a.
Colorado cave containing remains of b1g game hunter from the end «
of the Postg]ac1a1 period..

No skeletal remains of big- game hunters have been found New
Mexico, but it is safe ‘to guess that their: appearanch was not much
different from that of contemporary big- game hunters!|of nearby
areas whose remains are well attested. These peop]e\have been
described as Indians of modern type and for th1s reaspn the1r
culture is often ca]]ed Paleo-Indian. V

Several d1fferentgroups of hunters lived in New Mexico; over-
1apping one another 1n time-and often occupying parts pf the same
areas. - They are known by the type names of their spear points.
Sandrag/o1nts, named for the cave northeast of A]buquenque where
they were first found, may be, very anc1ent but have not| been
accurately dated. C]ov1s is the oldest of the dated types, dating
back as far as 15,000 years. The type-name comes from the eastern
New Mexico town of Clovis near: which such po1nts were fiyrst found.
Clovis points, however, are found more frequently on the plains.
east of New Mexico than w1th1n the state

A receht detailed study of tool technology in the Centra] Rio Grande
Valley, based on surface remains, located onty one Clovis
Clovis locality, compared with 15 sites and 14 localities ¢ontaining
Folsom points, the point type of this period most commonly \found in

~~“New Mexico. "Loca11t1es"ﬂ as compared with "sites", have few.

implements. o o T

Fo]som sites are found throughout New Mex1co and- eastern Col rado.
In the Central Rio Grande survey, Folsom. po1nts and scrapers were
most commonly associated with base~campe-sites near playas, where

N S 4
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- both as the full economy.of the Basin

made preparatory to the hunt were found néar gra21ng areas, -and

~ "processing" camps with many scrapers were founds near the k111

sites.

Folsom hunters apparently specialized in bison hunting. They .

“usually located their camps downwind of the grazing areas, typical- -

ly to the north. Apparently they made no effort at conc
perhaps because the great prehistoric bison were not man-shy The
hunters located close to "trap" areasy, steep-sided arroyos or lava
format1ons into which animals could b dr1ven for the final k1]1 -
Another more ‘localized type of New Mex1can too] assemb]age is Belen,
found near the town of that name.™The hunters who used Belen tools
Tived ‘when-a 'drying trend had set in, when the playas were no,]onger
a year-round sourge of water and when the game herds had-been re~ -
~duced. Belen base camps are 1o ated at some~distance from p]axas,
) . ala

ycu\:lul}‘ — Hg—a’rfe& fie UCI |w'(

hunters are cons1dered to have been somewhat later than Folsom. -

Cody, tool assemblages are d1st1nct 1ater than Folsom. éase camps
are located far from playas, fnear he streams, rivers and springs
where animals watered at a en the dry1ng trend was pronounced

" Later in the Postg]ac1a1 period, dround 6000 B.C., c11mat1c changes
led to a more arid environment.. The grasslands-and permanent bodies.
of water oh the North American’ contipent began to dry up. The pop-
ulation of giant mammals gradually d1sappeared alorg with the New .
World horse and camel. These animal spec1es died qut, scientists -
believe, not only because of the reductidn in graz%ﬁg\lands but
because the Postglacial big-game hunters hunted them to extinction.
Some sites indicate that herds had been stampeded bver cliffs, a
technique that killed\more animals than could be used at one time..

DESERT ARCHAIC FOOD GATHERERS: By 7000 B.C. a new way of life be-

gan to emerge,in New Mgxico, introduced from the west and south and

parallel to cultural deve]opments in the Great Basin to the north.

This way of life, that of "a mixed subsistence economy of ‘gathering

p]ant foods within a wide area’, supplemented bi‘%he hunting and -

snaring of small game, partly over]apped the remaining areas of big

game hunting. It was, however, an econofy better adapted to the

1ncreas1ng1y arid c11mate and reduced resources.

The Desert Archaic <culture was such an efficient adaptat1on to arid

climate and marginal resources that i} has perf*sted into modern -times,
§%r1bes prior to d1sp1acement by .

Anglo-American populdtions. and as a partial but. econom1ca11y and =~

conceptually important aspect. of the Pueblo economy. |

li

-

The most universal implement of Archaic sites is the bas1n-$haped .
metate and the one-hand mano, used for grinding seeqs In later*times,
the metate has been horeshoe-shaped or trough-shaped and thé mano has
changed to a, two-hand model, but grinding of seeds and wild plants

..continued Tong after the metate became devoted rimarily to the grind- -

ing of. corn. 0ther techn1ques and pract1ces tha arose 1n Desert ‘

- A ’
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. -Archaic times have persisted into modern times with 1ittle or Ho
- modification. Originating in the Great Basin, thése included woven
', blankets of twisted fur strips, seed beaters, fiber sandals,
coiled basketry, earth ovens, digging sticks, fiber or hajr nooses,
nets and- traps, tubslar pipes, deer hoof, rattles, medigine bags,

~~" bone dice and stick dice. In northwestern New Mexico,-secondary

human burial was practiced, along with ceremonial grave goods that
mark the beginning of customs that continued into Pueblo times.
B N \ i ’
Less is known about the hunting habits of the Desert Archaic pedple *
of New Mexico "than about gathering and grinding, although the abun- .
dance of Archaic dart points discharged from atlatls mage it clear that
} they also hunted. It seems logical that they hunted most frequently in
the wintertime, when there-were no seeds to ‘be gathered and when game
was to be found at Tower altitudes. The\historic Pueblo pattern of
winter hunting appears to hark back to mich earlier times, perhaps
- as early as the Desert Archaic period. .

The first Archaic sites were recognized in southeastern Arizona

and southwestern New Mexico in and below the Mogollon Mountains.

Until recent years, the "Cochise" sequences of that area were con-

sidered the best and perhaps the only model. for transitions _from
& “eanly "Archaic gatherers 'to village-dwelling farmers. .

Now, however, extensive Archaic campsites have been found Msewhere’
in New Mexico, with sequences Teading from early food gatherers of
., the "San José"_ complex to the adoption of maize growing, village 1ife
* " and«Pueblo social organization. dn the ' Plateau area of northwestern

" New Mexico, Archaic sites are so|®ommon that, in the Gallegos Wa$h
south of the San Juan River, thegy are crowded together,.a sign of
repeated use rather than ¢ erpopulation. South of JFarmington, ‘in
areas where ground water comes close to the surface,.rice grass was

harvested year after year by Agchaic fbod}gatherers?iS‘

In the Tularosa Basin area of southeastern New Mexico, Archaic camp-
sites are found from the valley floor to the high mountains indicat-
ing that the resources of several Tife zones were exploited, each in’
‘its season. | : : " B

From the start, the food gatherers made more intensive use of their
surroundings than the big-game hunters. They remained at one campsite
for prolonged periods while gathering the rgesources of the surrounding
~area, and must ‘have had intimate knowledge of their range: More and
more, they began td practice a fixed yearly round, developing the
pattern of exhaustive utilization of every food resqurce that they ' .
- g5bequeath§d to their modern descendants, the tribes of the Great Basin. -

Before- 3000 B.C. the %pOd gatherers had gone one step further and were
planting and harvesting such plants as chenopods. (wild spinach, or
quelites) and amaranth -(pigweed). Shortly thereafter a primitive pod
| corn came under cultivation in the Mogollon Mountain valleys. Corn
was originally a highland cultigen, as were bottle gourds and squash.
A1l are thought to have been introduced to the United States Southwest
- . along a highland route running from Jalisco in west central Mexico
‘along the Sierra Madre Occidental.  The frijol, ‘or red kidney -bean,

d ' Wty s ‘ s . ST



o A .

was introduced along the same route about 300 B.C. Thé addition g
of the frijol to the maizediet provided a stronger protein diet L

mhich could nourish a ldrger population.

The development of effective plant cultivation was gradual and.

during the thousands of years the process took, wild plants conti- '
nued to be gathered, seeds to be ground into flour and small game. ‘

to be hunted. .Indeed, the Desert Archaic economy was never altoget-

her replaced. Increased dependence upon crops, however, caused . the
gatherers to become more and more sedentary, as demonstrated by

the accumulation of refuse piles and grinding stones at campsites,

the wearing down of milling stones and the use of sub-surface storage

pits for surplus.foodstuffs. : : : '

Meanwhile, as newly crossed and improved varieties of corn were de-
veloped in Mexico, they were introduced into the Southwest and othgr
areas of North America where, no doubt, they were further crossed
andiimproved. Cultivated plants laid the basis for a new village
society. , o - ’

PREHISTORIC: AGRICULTURAL COMMUNITIES -~ - >

: THE MOGOLLON PITHOUSE VILLAGERS: By 200 B.C. Cochise people in the
. valleys of the Mogollon Mountains were coming together in villages
’ of 4-5 to 50 or more pithouses.” Some of the houses were large enough
to lodge an extended f&mily group, and somewof the largest pithouses Sy
have been identified as structures devoted to religious activity. '
The houses had an excavated base, often shallow and generally no : .
’ more than a meter deep. Their average extension was Some 14 square
-\ ~° meters and the floor was rounded but not of uniform ¥hape. The upper .
part of these houses was constructed of Togs chinked with mud and
branches, with one or more posts holding up the roof, Preferential
location of the villages along ridges probably was for purposes of
keeping water from accumulating on the house floors. There was no
perceptible plan to the layout of villages. - : :

- - By 200 B.C. the villagers were making wé]]—pofishedybrown and’ red-

o slipped pottery, excellent for storage of foodstuffs and water. The
Mogollon Cultural sub-area spread eastward to the Great Plains, in

«. .  -various phases known collectively as Jornada, with the same sequerlces
ai;western Mogollon, oy e :

S T - . THE ANASAZIS: Anasazi means "01d Ones" in Navajo and the term refers

to a cultural sub-&ea which lay to the north.and east of the

L : Mogollon area, between the upper valley of the Little Colorado River, .

- . the San Juan Basin, the Chaco Canyon and the Middle Riﬁégfénde Valley,

T extending also into southeastern Utah and southwestern G orado.

S The first pottery used by the Anasazis. at the beginning of-the
Christian era, was brownware thought to have been traded in from the.
Mogollon area. Later the Anasazis began to make grayware, at first

o . unfired and crumbly, but soon of high quality with fine black de~

AV . - signs over a white slip. : :

L
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“these means of obtaining maximum water for planting without actually

DEVELOPMENT OF ANASAZI PUEBLOS:' After A.D. 700, the Anasazis, now

IR A\ U
\.

*
r

It is uncertain whether or nét the Anasazis first stafted raising

- corn received from the Mogollon area, The varieties of corn which

where first used by the Anasazis are not the same as those which )
«0ng been used by the Mogollons, Perhaps corn was introduced

by another route into the Anasazi area, <

Like the early Mogollon villagers, the:Anasazis built pithouse dwell-

ings. These, however, were clay-lined and of a more complex design

than the Mogollon types. By 700 A.D. AnasazA™pithouse shape changed .

.from round to rectangular, and some viltages had surface storage

rooms or dwelling rooms arranged in an arc or row, geperally with a
rolind pithouse, possibly a ceremonial kiva, or severa ‘pithouse
south of the arc andtin its shelter.

The early stages of Anasazi 1ife areé designated as "Basketmaker" be-
cause of the excellent baskets recovered from some gites. Archaeol-*
ogists divide Basketmaker culture into three period$ but for years

searched in vain for sites they could identify as Basketmaker I. It

appeared that the people of Basketmaker II were alyeady so expert

that there must have been a developmental period.

. Nowadays the San José sites of®the Desert Archai¢- stage are accepted . o

as Basketmaker I because of the unbroken record of development from
one stage to the next. . As many San José sites ave open-and unprotected, -
baskets may have been made but-tould have not begn preserved. .

* .

BASKETMAKER VILLAGES: The Anasazis turned to agriculture dradua]]y,
continuing to gather wild plants and hunt, as an important Jif not
major part of their subsistence. By"Basketmaker III times it is
estimated that no more than half of subsistence depended on food crops.
The needs-of their agricultural pursuits, however, caused the Anasazis
to move to sites somewhat removed from those of their Desert Archaic
forebears. Basketmaker II-III sites in New Mexico are close to the
bases of mountains and mesas and to other locations where there is an
abundance of streams andiof predictable runoff water from winter snows
and summer rains. Characteristically, their pithouse sites are lo-

.cated on high benches overlooking river valleys. Ridge tops, valley
. bottoms, sand dunes and rock sheltersalso have Basketmaker II and III

sites.” , 3

When the Anasazis became more successful as farmers, they began to
cluster and move to locations-that were lower in latitude and down-
stream of their first settlements. They grew their crops on flood-
plains, sand dunes, at the mouths of arroyos, on alluvial and col-
Tuvial slopes-and near underground seeps at the base of mesas.

Their fields were watered by rainfall, runoff and underground seepage;
engineering its delivery are still in use by the Hopis.'’ ' - ,

well established as farmers, began to live partly aboveground."They

15 . ‘
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built unit dwellings of pble-and-daub (jacal) or stone and mud maéonry
construction. Buildings -tended to be grouped in an arc or row, and -
to have storage rooms to the back rather than storage pits. Pithouses
were increasingly relegated to ceremonial use. .
Both in the Anasazi and Mogollon area, the consolidation of a farming

way of 1ife appears to have been marked by a process of population e
clustering, perhaps caused by the indrawing of Surrounding populatiiz§/(:>

: . rather than by rapiq population growth. At the same time, there af
; - indications of interyillage competition for desirable sites. - Reliance
;j on digging sticks stone hoes limited the potentially usable crop-

ands.

: , ' ‘ ‘ 4

By 900 A.D. the pueblos were smaller and more scattered, and true mason-
ry had begun to supersede the jacal-type and stone-and mud dwellings.
Population clusters appear ta be no greater than, perhaps, an extended
family or lineage-group.. What is suggested by,changing residence
pat{erns is the fission of previous population c]usfers. for whatever .
r$as . a process that has recurreg again and again ir. historic Pueblo
times. : :

A century later, settlements were again larger and more concentrated.
Houses were now of well-laid stone masonry; their improved quality pos- .
sibly resulted from an increased laber force. By this time the cere-
monial kiva had evolved completely into a round subterranean structure,
with a ventilator shaft which was a modification of the entrance . .
-vestibule of the earlier pithouse. .

'/ Water . control systems came into use during this period. Although
of simple construction, they were sophlisticated in concept and no doubt
‘ required the combined labor of many persons to build and maintain.,
: Some are linear grids made of Jﬁne§ of rocks set perpendicular to az
P slope. These grids held soil and slowed the.rapid flow of runoff water.
/ ~ Sometimes several courses of rocks were laid with mud, Creating terraces.
/- Stone check dams were laid in several rows across streambeds. Small
/ < - reservoirs were built and Tined with clay and masonry, from which dit-
»  chey carried Water to the crops. ' ’

B ]

'TH&‘CLASSIC PERIOD _ .
+ From A.D. 1100 to 1550‘the Pueblo I1I or Classic Period floursihed.
‘During this period the superb multistory structures of Mesa Verde and
,the Chaco Canyoh were built. The Mogollon area adopted the -housebuild-
s ing technology of tpe~Anasazis. In the Pueblo III apartment hquse

S - complexes, shared community 1ife resembled that of the historic
Pueblos. ' -
The apartment house communities had deféensive features, either by their
location in rock shelters as at Mesa Verde or by their blank exterior
walls, as in the Chaco Canyon, which could only be scaled by ladders.
Smaller sites without the defensive features, apparently contemporary
with the large pueblos, were often located at no great distance.

. - The situation has been compared with that of an urban center with sub-
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Near the great pueblos, there are evidences of intensive and extensive

v cultivation of crops. There are the grid borders, terraces and check
dams of previous times, but the reservoirs are larger and the canals

~are longer. In some localities, water control systems reached.a high

. level of sophistication. On Chapin Mesa of the Mesa Verde area of
southwestern Celorado, rainwater was collected at the highest point

. on the mesa-by a-fanwork of ditches which fed into a main canal. This
ran into Mummy Lake, a rﬁseryqir with a capacity of hagf a million gal-
lons. A main canal carried water for drinking-and househo]d use from
the lake several miles down the sloping mesa, passing four' large pueblos.
A diversion ditch carried irrigation water to terraced fields. Such
a highly organized system, capable of greatly increasing agricultural
yield, implied a large labor force for construction and maintenance.
The Chaco Canyon also had complex water control and delivery systems.
{?Ee;pueblo cooperation for iise and maintendnce of these systems seems

kely. ‘ ‘ :

" Like the Pueblas of modern times, the ancient Pueb¥o people appear to
have combined their practical efforts for subsistence with religious
observances aimed at maintaining harmony with the forces of nature and
with encouraging the growth of all life forms and the a§Undance of
rainfall. The "Great Kivas" found at some pueblos coulﬂ accommodate
great crowds of peoplerand suggest an emphasis on community-wide
participation. We have every reason to believe that tHe Classic Pueblgs,

. like the historic Pueblos, had a theocratic leadership ‘Which directed |

-~ agricultural and building actjvities as well as-ritual) K :

, . ! : . i .

During thé Classic Period, trade relations became more and more far-
-flung. Some archaeologists have .emphasized the imporgance of relations
with traders and possible colonizers from the Mesoamefican cénters.

. Chaco Canyon im particular has yielded such ‘exotic. items as iron py-
rite mirrors, mosaics and beautifully worked stane and shell/.objects
The fine ceramic wares .and cotton cloth of the ancjefit Pueblos were .
tmaded ,over great distances for parrots and macawy, bcean shells and
other items. New Mexico turquoise was mined and traded -afay, some
the turquoise fronr Chaco Canypwurces even finding its way to J ,
Central Mexico. In the Jornadf area; features of ritual life such as -

~ the Plumed:Serpent Cult-and Masked Dancers made thefir appegrance and
began to spread northward. - - » o , i

!

y - . . " ) !
Rather suddenly, in the late ]ﬁth century, the area of Pueblo popula-
tion shrank. Mesa Verde, the San Juan Basin, the ghaco Canyon and )
the whole Mogollon area were abandoned, while the ﬁopu]at on of the
Rio Grande, Valley .grew, as well as that of the Acoma and fufii area
and the Hdpi ‘country in Arizona. In the past, it was surmised that
this shift.of population was due.to pressure of némadic tribes, -per-
haps the Navajos and Apaches. However, diligent search has failed to
show that these groups arrived in the Southwest prior to|/the late .
15th century, nor is there indication of/pressyrd from other nomadic
groups. - i !

-

. . i i ’ .

. Archaedlogists have evidence that the céntractiion of Pu¢blo population
took place under circumstances of envirgnmental stress,|including a
shift in the precipitation pattern that/led to drought and soil

' erosion, perhaps reducing crop yields to a crfitical. degree. There
st
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‘are also some evidences of possible intervillage and intravillage dis-
sension, perhaps sparked 'by famine and perhaps fanned by the centrali
zation af authority in theocratic village-states. To an extent, the
4 ~very accomplishments of the ancient Pueblos appear to. have contributed
: ?\ to their difficulties.: For instance, erosion of soil was stimulated
~ by the cutting’ of large trees in canyons and on mesa tops to supply

roof timbers; it has beeh estimated that the Colorado Plateau area
. had large timber stands when first settled by the .Anasazis.

\ LS
During the 14th and 15th centuries very large Pueblos
the Rio Grande and some of its tributaries. Cultivated fields were
found in the vicinity of these pueblos, both along the river bottoms
and hillsides and on mesa tops. Simultaneous planting in a variety
~ of locations helped to guarantee some sort of crop no matter what the
weather pattern, it seems. - : T

above the Chama River and above the Rio del 0jo Caliente. The 0jo
Caliente garden plots had rock -alignments running for 5-6 square

: miles, the cobblestones having been quarrigd from the hillsides and-

\ carried to the mesa top. Channels dug across slopes apparently car-
ried the water-draining from higher foothiils to-the garden areas, but
there were no larger irrigation ditches. Quantities of gravel in the

Linear and rectangular grids covered large areas, especially on mesas

NEW MEXICO ON THE EVE OF THE SPANISH CONQUEST ﬁ}f }
ere built along

hY

garden beds are thought to have been a form of mulch on which moistute .

5, . could condense in the cool of the morning and which would hold mois~-

§ ture around the plantings. : _ :
An agricultural innovation of the Pueblo IV farmers was the building
‘of irrigation ditches carrying water from permanent streams. Positive
proof of this innovation in the 14th-18th centuri$s is lacking, but

~ the chﬁgniclers of the Coronado expedition (1540-1542) reported that
the sodthern Tiwas (from present-day Bernalillo to Belen) diverted
water from the Rio Grapde to their .fields by means of well-constructed
ditches. Later in the 16th century, .other explorers reported that

f\“) irrigation ditches were used by the Tewas of the‘Espafiola Valley,- by
= the Piro Pueblos of fhe Lower Rio Grande Valley and by the farm com-

o~

£ .-munities of Acoma -Pueblo. .
. Those Pueblos lacking access to the waters of arpermanént'stream’with
sufficient flow to provide for irrigation ditches were at a disadvan-

ed to help the Spaniards fight the southern Tiwas, apparently in hopes
of acquiring irrigated lands on the Rio Grande. .

; - : : By o hoor
Ever since the 8th.centry, the Pueblos had beenggrowjné cotton on
well-watered lands at lower altitudes in New Mexico, The well-
woven and attractively painted cotton cloth madesby,the Rio Grande
Pueblps was a popular trade item among Indians wﬁojngd not grow
cotton. Turkeys were also raised, primarily for tfieir feathers,

with whiCIr warm robes were made. Pueblo weavers have Been men, at -~ -

least since before the time of the first Spanish reports. Another
[ .. V4
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tage. It is significant that both Zia and Pecos.Pueblo leaders offer-
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~-Apaches to winter at Pecos, 'sometim

< . : '
. .
.

popular item of trade from the late prehistoric Rio-Grande Pueblos was

- pottery decorated with lead glaze paint. Miners with stone tools

facked out lead ore from veins in the Cerrillos hills, the San Pedro

- mountains, the mountains above Pegos and other areas. This was a

laborious procedure, but in the four hundred years that’g]aze pottery
was made in the Rio Grande Valley (14th-17th centuries), a great deal
of lead ore was extracted. Tﬂl '

The ‘chroniclers of the Coronado expedition noted that the pueblos
they visited were all built defensively, accessible only by ladders
which the residents pulled up at night. Apparently the main cause v
for these precautions was a current state of unfriendly relations among '
many Pueblos, but new populations had come into New Mexico whose way-
of 1ife was very different from that of the farming villagers. These
were the Apachéan Indians (Apaches -and Navajos) whose relations with
the Pueblos were varied and changeable.

*

THE APACHEAN NOMADS' : i ' ¢

1 L .
In late prehistoric times, a segment of the great Atiapaskan cultural .
and linguistic group of western Canada moved southwdrd. Some branches
settled in. northern California while others went~to the Southwest.

At this time the high plains from eastern NewMexico eastward were |-
teeming with buffalo, whose numbers and range¢fwere rapidly expanding

. Y

after a severe drought in the mid-15th cen

The presence of the huge herds of buffa\o made the Pecos’ and Canadian
River valleys unsafe for village-dwelling farmers. Stampeding buf- /|,
falo 'destroyed unfenced fields and even- threatened the survival: of
dwellings. For the new immigrants, the Apachean or southern branch
. of Athapaskans, however, a 1ife of hunting in close contact with herds
of large animals constituted.no problem. In:the Canadian forests-and
plains they were already accustomed to hunting caribou, modse, and

probably, buffalo, with bow and arrow.

Bands of Apaches agﬁarently wgre”occupying the eastern plains of New

Mexico by the early 16th century. At first they had raided their new

Pueblo neighbors to the west, but relations between the two groups

were now largely based on friendly trade. -Certain Pueblos had become

centers for the Apache trade /by 1540, Pecos being the principal cen-

ter. Apaches brought meat and hides to trade for produce and cotton v .
cloth. Bothin the 16th and/ 17th centuries it was customary for -

es Jeaying_their wives. and children

in ‘the-Pueblos while the men yent hunting. -

The Apaches of the plains not only traded puffale meat but largely
subsisted on the buffalo. -Buffalo hide was used in makina tentsr S
which could be raised or taken down with @stonishing speed. They

loaded their possessions on poles harnessed to large numbgrs. of dogs

who dragged them from place to place. “The Apaches were fearless T
hunters and mastersof the art of camouflage, hiding along buffalo trails

to drop their prey with the first-arrow, jat close range and wythout

disturbing the rest of the herd. ‘ /' '

: - 7 ; .
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Since no farming groups could maintain villages on the plains because
of the constant spread and proliferdtion of buffalos, the Apacheaﬁs ‘
became the first masters of the High Plains. Other tribes from the
.east, south.and north also adopted the .nomadic way of) 1ife on -the

plains. _ | .

Other Apachean groups filtered into the mountains west of the plains

and into the Plateau'country of the Four Corners, where New Mexico,

Arizona, Colorado and Utah meet. ~The Mountain Apaches maintained trade

relations with some Pueblos while raiding others. In the southern '

part of New Mexico, some bands depended for *part of their subsistence

on the root of, the agave plant called .mescal, hence the name "Mescalero" -

for the southeastern groups.: A1l the Mountain Apaches hunted and .

gathered wild plants; however, prolonged contact and some intermarriage’ *
with the Pueblos caused many bands to adopt a 1imited pattern of grow-

ing corn. Customarily the plantings were largely left to themselves

and the corn was harvested green. Some bands hunted the buffalo
~seasonally. e . .

A -

““Another Apachean group later came to be known as the Navajos. These

people appear to have been in the Plateau area, which in their tradi-

tion is known as Dinetah, by the late 15th century. The sparsity of

early Navajo and other Apachean sites suggests that they were numerical-

1y weak groups at the outset, perhaps because they were still moving
. into -the Southwest. The Navajos, bewever, began to multiply and

spread in the 17th and, especially, the 18th century. -

- The influence of/zge Apacheans in New Mexico far outweighed their num-
‘bers, because of _their farflung trade relations. Since all spoke a i
-single language-at the time (even|today regional differentiation has |
."not advanced too far to prevent métua] undérstanding), their language
became useful in intertribal tra Apacheans, or Pueblos who spoke-
their language, were valued guides and interpreters for the early »
Spanish explorers. . : Co :
The mixég subsistence economy of|the Mountain Apaches and Navajos
encouraged a flexible approach tp 1ivelihood. The Navajos early bpe- '
came effective farmers, according to description provided by -the Rid.
Grande Pueblos to 17th century missionaries. Certain Apachean bands
became active raiders, first of [Pueblo crops and later of Hispanic
livestock- and equipment, as will be described in later sections. v
Their forays had considerable impact on colonial and alsd, perhaps,
later- Pueblo (Pueblo V) bujlgi g and settlement patterns. .

5
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"..In 1598 the wealthy Don Juan de Ofiate, heir to a silver fortune in
.. lacatecas, led.a group of soldier-colonists to New Mexico. Ofate, who

: ‘ 14
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NEW'MEXIGB‘AS A SEVENTEENTH CENTURY SRANISH COLONY ,' - -

‘e

PN

had won a contradt tonlead the colonization venture at his own expense,
undoubggdly'had inmind the glofy of winning new.lands for his sovereign
and further riches for himself. * ¢ e . e

The approximately 130 soldiers, some with families, who followed

Onate probably anticipated some hardships but may have been lured to
New Mexico by the possibilities of mineral wealth to be found, enticing-
1y described by such 16th century. explorers as Antonio de Espejo.

An unknown number of Mexican Indians, probabfy equal to if not greater
than the number of soldiers, also accompanied Qfate. They were con-
verts to Christianity and, although in service to the soldiers, appear
to have combined their menial chores with the role of lesser conquerors.

.During the seventeenth century they were-assigned lands :for homes and
. garden plots in a quarter of Santa Fe which became known a "Analco"

and was said to be the barrio of the Tlaxcalans. The Indians of .
Tlaxcala, a city-state in the Valley of Puebla in Central Mexico, had
allied themselves with Cortés in the conquest of the Aztecs and had
won favored status. Tlaxcalans accompanied conquest expeditions as
they won new lands for the Spanish empire, receiving in exchange for-

.their services the right to settle in newly won areas. "Tlaxcalan" . = .

was a térm that seems to have covered all Indian soldier-servants in

‘the conquest forces, including Otomfs and Tarascans. = - .

Whatever*their dregms of glory, Ofate's forces were immediately faced
with the problem of survival when they arrived at Okgh- (San Juan -
Pueblo) in the early summer of 1598 and set up -temporary headquarters.
Crops in the area were withering in a severe drought. The San Juans
had dn irrigation ditch but were relying primarily on rainfall to
save their crops. They requested the expedition's priest -to pray for
rain and, providentially, a heavy storm immediately followed. With
the aid of the San Juan people, the colonists shortly began construc-
tion of acequias (irrigation ditches) in order to be ready to plant
the following spring. ' - - .

In 1610 the settlers moved from their first capital near the San Juan
Pueblo to a new capital in Santa Fe, probably to comply with regulations

'_»ﬁgainst settling too close to native communities.. Again, no doubt

with the aid of the Mekican Indians and conscripted Pueblo labaorers,
they dug acequias, a.main ditch running on each side of the Santa Fe

‘River. One ditch brought water to the Governor's palace. The settlers -

built farms along both. sides of the river, but oply in a particularly
wet year did the farms far-below the plaza receive sufficient irriga- -
tion water for a good crop. ~ - ' '

Santa Fe was the only colonial town (VizKQ? of the 17th century and
was miles from the nearest occupied Pueblo. ‘Many settlers, however,
did not live in Santa Fe but eithef in or close to a number of
Pueblos. These settlers had éncomiendas, alcaldias and/or estancias. -

£y
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The encomienda ‘was a grant in trust made bya\ yal governor t& a lead-
ing Spanish citizen allowing him to collect t tribute of an Indian
community. For \the privilege of receiving tribute, the proprietor

of an encomienda\grant (the encomendero) was required to support the
religious instruction\of_the_Inaians and provide them military pro-
tection. In New Mexigo this latter obligation assumed greatest im- .
portance. Thus here the encomienda was a kind of tax imposed upon the
Indians and used to pay and support the military \force. During the
17th century, there were few soldiers other than the 35 normally de-
signated encomenderds.. (The number 35 seems to have been. established
by the Viceroy Duque de Escalona about 1640). ‘e—t - " -

v

Tribute was collected from each Indian household (which often include:
ed several families) \at a fixed rate. As provided by law, tribute

could be paid in produce of the land rather than cash. The Pueblos

thus paid-in corn, beans, turkeys, blankets and tanned hides. For.

a time the accepted tax was one Spanish bushel (& fanega).of corn and. -

a cotton manta, or blanket or their equivalent in other produce, annual-

.éy pEr household. Collections weyé made twice a year\ in April and
¢tober. . . :

As these tributary items\ were normally used by the Pueblos for them- -
selves and for intertribal trade, the extra production and its diver-
sion to the encomendero's possession caused hardship. Even*harder on
the Pueblos were frequent commands to till the encomendero's fields,
herd his catt¥e and sheep, cook*and clean his house, weave cloth
_on the Spanish loom and perform other chores. It was against the law
to require uncompensated 1aboe of the Indians, and it was also against
regulations for encomenderos to live-on their tributary lands. A
number of them, however, did live on thése Tands. Some were named
‘alcaldes (magistrates) thereby gaining civil authority‘over a Pueblo.
Other alcaldes who were .not encomenderos had living quarters in their -
assigned Pueblos. Some gncomenderos ,~ Tcaldes and other influential
settlers acquired estancias {farms) mopt o them conveniently near a
Pueblo. The result of these 1iving ar angement was the wholesale
exploitation of the Pueblos and resultihg disruption of stheir farm-
ing, family and community life. - ' ' : '

\

The network of encomiendas, alcaldfas and estancias was $cattered'from-
Taos south .to Socorro and from the Estancia Valley in the east to '
the Hopi Pueblo of Awdtovi in northeastem Arizona, then a part of New
Mexico. The greatest concentration ‘of settler population in the 17th ~ .
century, however, was in the "Cafiada" (vale) near San Juan Pueblo,
running from present-day Santa Cruz to Chimayd. In the 1600's there

rﬁyereﬁsgme.ls estancias in that area. - o _
FEEN - ’ . o .

In the Santa Fe-Ciéngga-Cer?ﬁTTdé-Ga]1steo area there were:9 estancias
.in the same period.” Between Cochiti Pueblo an .Alameda, there were

at least .12 estancias and several more in ‘thg(vicinity of present-

day Albuquerque. From north of Isleta Pueblo outh to Tofie there -
were 9 estancias, anothar between’Sevilleta>and'SenECﬁ, 3 in the .
Taos Valley and 3 in the{s ancia Valley:near the Saline Pueblos of
Ab6 and Quarai.’ A\ ‘ .

o~
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The Francisc¢an m1ssionary network also brought resident m1ss1onar1es to
some of the Pueblos, a maximum of -30 at one time in the province, along
with. their aides and servants. The missionaries directed Lthe bu11d1ng-
of churches and convents, as well as mission gardens and workshops i

wh1ch the Puéblo ,Indians were to labor and rece1ve 1nstruct1on

It is difficult to gauge the impact of the 17th century c010n1a1 pop-
ulation and government system on land and water use and deve]opment in
New Mexico, although -there—can be no doubt regarding the oppressive .
.exploitation of the Pueblos. Some Governors were among the worst ‘
exploiters, setting up virtual sweatshops for Pueblo and capt1ve no-.

madic Indian labor in Santa Fe. _

1 .

*The domestic an1mals introduced by the’ co]on1sts were strange to the

Pueblos and changed their economy . Cows, sheep, goats and chickens

provided new sburces of protein ﬁgo » while horses, mules ‘and. donkeys
were ridden and also used along with ‘gxen as draft animals. Only the
dog-travois buffalo hunters of th"plains had any previeus experience Ko
oﬁ using beasts of burden; - ~ : %>‘

Grazing livestock invaded the unfenced Pueblo garden p]ots and consum-
ed the grasses in the tiver valleys which had formerly attracted deer

in the wintertime, forcing the Pueblos to hunt further afield.” The
Pueblos no doubt ledrned a great deal about the management of live-
stock through their herding chores, although most were forbidden the

use of mounts in the 17th century for fear of what they might accomplish
w1th them in case of a* rebe]11on

The co]on1sts brought with them a number of food p]ants>h1therto un- '
known in New Mexico. These included canteloupes, watermelons, apples, -
peaches, apricots, pears, grapes, tomatoes and chile, the latter .
two native to Mexico. Al1 tHese fruits were soon\fa1sed by the Pueblos.

The colonists also.introduced several garden vegetables, such as onions,
cabbage, and the garbanzo (chick. peﬁl_as well as wheat, oats-and

barley, but new vegetables and grains never took. taq\glace of the tradi-
tional pueblo crops, corn, beans and squash. Lhe colanists also '
brought medicinal herbs, and a great deal of exchange of herbal lore

took place between the colonists and the Pueblos, who had extensive
knowledge of regional herbs. LS y e

The colonists 1ntroduced advanced 1rr1gat1on techniques which were ,“
adopted by the Pueblos, if not.im the 17th century, then in later t1mes
These included movable wooden ditch gates, flumes for carrying water

over obstac]es and engineering skills to carry water over hills when - v
. necessary. Metal shovels and hoes were aids -to agriculture in general

and irrigation activities in particular. The iron-tipped ox-drawn

. wooden plow was also an agr1cu1tura1 innovation in New Mexico, although

the digging-stick continued in use for planting corn, -including a meta)l

digging stick issued to each sett]er by the colonial author1t1es e
. ( » .

It is un11ke1y that ail these innovations rea]]} 1mproved‘/ubs1stence

in 17th century New Mexico. . The colonial system was pdrasitic on the

Indians in so many ways that it constantly produced d1srupt1gns from
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which ald suffered. The colonists. tried to take over tﬁhde+with'thé*ﬂ» .
plains nomads but, in. the process, became so involved in taking captives

to transport to the mines of Chihuahua and Zacatecas for forced labor.
that -they called down the wrath of the.nomads on all’settlements,
Hispanic and Pueblo. -Forcing the Pueblos to produce a greater Sur-’

‘plus and then appropriating this surplus for the enrich?ent of COlonial,f’

functionaries created an unbalanced economy. In the latter years of
the 17th century, many Pueblos escaped to 1ive among the Apachean '
nomads ;. among whom many intermarriéd. . As a result, trends of change,
in social organization, religion and land.relations of the Apacheans
were unleashed both before and after the 1680 Revolt of the Pueblos.

During the 17th century the Laws of the Indies that: were ip/efféct“
forbade the encroachments on Indian lands and labor that were practic-
ed in New Mexico. Had these laws been observed, the impact of the

- 17th. century colony on Indian life in New Mexico might; have been

relatively mild and even to an extent positive. As it was, -the con-

_stant requirements of Jlabor and interference with Pueblo ritual,; a

.Navajos and Apaches began to expand both in Qumbers and in occupa-

central focus of all Pueblo activities,:led. to inténse bitternéss on
the part of the exploited Indians. This bitterness.was intensifiéd -
by the disastrous famine of 1670 and the epidemric which followed.* - -
The Indians had no natural immunity to diseases introduced-from the
01d World and suffered a much higher proportion of fataltties” than

-

the colonists. k;
P R

Between fa%ine;‘epidemic and.escape to the nomadic communities, the
number of Pueblos.dropped in the 17th century. At the outset, it

was estimated that there were possibly. 100 Pueblds in New Mexico, with
a population e;Eimated at 60,000; by 1680 there were’'probakly no more
than -24,000.. Jh the 18th_century the trénd continued, due to ‘the same
causes, so that by m?ﬁ-]th century the number of Pueblos in New »
Mexice was fixed at its present number of 19. . ' '

During the 17th century and especially in the period of the Revolt and
its aftErmagg in the early years of,the 18th century, the close ties
between certhin Puebios and the nomads_began to work a gifiet transfor-
mation in nomadic ‘1ife.. When the Pueblos fled they took ‘livestock.
with them. The plains tribes, who had learned from the c010n$s§s
how to take-buffalo from the back of a horse, now became rich in
horses. The Navajos acquired horses and sheep. ' Sheepherding trans-
formed the yearly round of the Navajos from one of gathéring plant
foods within a wide range to one of seasonal shifts. They planted
gardens which they tended intermittently, using sheltered val Gi&iﬁl
for winter grazing and mountain meadows for summer grazing. The. )\
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S NCW MEXICO IN THE EIGHTEENTH AND EARLY.NINETEENTH CENTURIES T
The resett!ement of New Mexico was not inspjred by dreams of glory and «_
/1 fabulous riches. Rather, it was a holding operation to protect the’ s : |
“ northern frontier of New Spain both from attack by equestrian nomadic < oA
tribes sweeping in from the plains,and from penetration and séizure L

o by the French, whose{traders were already among the Pawnees. - '

- The new -settlers had @ogﬁﬁ-self-SUpporting and were selected accord-
ingly Most were experiehced -in farming and livestock raising. Some
had :special skills in metal-working, weaying, leatherwork and other
crafts. Less than 40 families of refugees from the Puéblo Revolt re- ,
.turneq with de Vargas, while nearly one hundred other families were ' , .
recruited from the Valley of Mexico and the mining communities of
Zacatecas. . B I T ' 3

The re-entry of Don Diego de Vargas and his soldiers into New Mexico - _ ‘
in 1692 and the subsequent resettlement’ of colonists in 1693-1695 is J .
~galled 'the "Reconquest”. ' Yet the many-elefients of negotiation and o -
accommodation between the colonists-and the Pueblos before, during and ’

after recolonization made for only partial conquest. The 1680 Pueblo
Revolt-succeeded in modifying 9olonia1 conditions.xg R
- ‘ - . : T8 ' . E s
> The Pueblos won an end to encomiendas, which were banned throughout
&

New Spain following widespread uprisings in the late 17th century. )

. Jhey also won their demand of no forced-labor and no unpaid labor
‘ for settled Ch¥istian Indians (both the settlers and the Pueblos took
captives among the nomadic Indians, and were in turn taken captive '
by them in the 18th century). The Pueblos also won, in principle
if nof always in practice, the exclusion of settlers from residence - T
on their lands and in their villages. : : - - . ) ' )

, . ol
Hostilities .between settlers dnd Pueblos continued sporadié%]]y through >
the 1690's, flaring into open rebellion in 1696. The Tanos of San
Lazaro and ‘San Cristobal, who had moved into the abondoned Caiiada set- & .
_ . tlements following the 1680 Revolt, were in turn displaced by de Vargas 7
° - for the purpose-of establishing a new colonial villa. .In 1696 these : .
-Tanos fled: to the Hdpi First Mesa whHere they have remained to this.
"day. Thé last Tanos of the Galisteo Basin moved to Santa Domingo late

in the 18th century. S -
A11 the Indians .of Picuris Pueblo took refuge with the Cuartelejo .
Apaches of the plains, while those of Jemez fled to the Navajos of - v
< Dinetah. -Pojoaque was abondoned until 1707 and the San Ildefonsgns o
- pétreated to the %op of .their Black Mesa. :
: . - : y - - -,
For years -some Keresan pueblos were deserted. By 1699 a number SF : ‘ RN
- refugees from several, Keresan pueblos had founded Laguna Pueblo .
near Acoma. - : - : '

The Southem Tiwa pueb]os were_eVentually,redu;ed to'two. The Sandjés
1ived amony the Hopis until the 1740's. Whenthey returned to_the1r
Rio Grande pueblo they were accompanied by a contingent of Hopjs wh?

oot
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~munities of Y¥sleta del 'Sur, Socorrd del Sur and San Anton1o del Senuci.

-

‘remained at Sandia. Many I
retreat of the colonists to El

Tn, 1680. Al1 the Pirog.and some
of the Is]etans‘rema1ned in the

Paso area. They founded the com- *_

During the 4urbulent years of the early resett]ement, as some pueb]os

were temporarily vacated and tathers were permanently abandoned v R |
the settlers began requesting grant$ in choice areas of the Rio Grande '
Valley. A number of grants were made, especially under the rule of

. Pedro Rodr1guevaubero (1697- 1703) wh1ch encroached on Tewa 1ands 1n

" the Espano]a Valley! . .

four square league block .of land, with the possibility of additi
grants, byt that at least one 1eague (a- 1eague was about 2.6 miles)
“in-all difections. provide a buffer between each pueblo and the nearest
colonial settlement. De.Vargas, however, established the New Villa -

Regu]at1ons required. that each pueblo have title not only to a m1n1$§j

 of the Mexican SpAniards (Santa Cruz de la Cafada) closer to ‘lands of .

"thé Santa Clara Pueble than regu]at1ons "allowed. Such: encroachment lw
cut off possible agricultural expansion and made it imperdtive that
livestock be grazed at least 3 leagues from the pueblos. In ‘the: 18th
century, the Pueblos raised 11vestock ‘which they may have acqulred

' 1n1t1a11y from the he1rs of the f]ee1ng sett]ers 1n 1680

¥

Most of the early grants were made to 1nd1v1dua1 fam111es and were o
small. - However, the Cristobal de la Serna. Grant, made. Jn present Vo
Taos County 1n§$710 was said to be ‘large enough - to' suppovt 100 heads

" of family settling -in towns:- and rances. The large Sebastian Martin

3.

Grant, north of San Juan Pueblo, supported 109 families in. 1776 on
its 51,000 acres, a tota] p0pu]at1on of 554 persons in 4 sett]ements

A th1rd villa was added to\the ‘New Mexico co]ony in. 1706\\the vn]]a

of San Felipe de Neri, named Albuquerque in honar of the re1gn1ng

viceroy of New Spain. Numerous grants were given-in what had’ tohmegz

1y been the lands of the southern Tiwas, although the lands of Sandia-

Pueblo were kept relatively intact in expectation. of the return of. . S
its people from Hopi country. .Thg Bernalillo and Alameda grants & o
were made in 1701 -and 1710 respect1ve1y, both of them/at that t1me on .
the west ‘bank of the Rio Grande

Grants were made 1r1gfhé‘Taos Va]ley, the mountain va]leys beneath the
Sangre de Cristo range ‘and the Lower Chama. - Some grants encroached -

orv Taos, San Juan and ‘ot Pueblos. Grants in later years were : R
made in more\out1y1ng areas which were very’ subJect to:raids by no- o
madic Indians.  The Comanches moved south onto the plains of eastern - - . §§

New Mexico and northern Texds early in the, ¥dth century. Although - ... . - = R
they maintained friendly relations with such pueb]os ‘as Taos where an ’
annual- trade fair was. conducted under theauspices of the. colonial ‘
government, they raided others. They also raided most Hispanic sett]e- '

ments, primarily for horsescand captives., The Kiowas who Tived ‘ ’
northeast'of the Jicarilla Apaches also began to raid. Although '

- they were the linguistic relatives of thé Rio Grande Pueblos, they

‘ a]so raided the. sett]ements from t1me to -time:

"maintained -no rglationships of friendship and ade ptes and NaVaJos

.
’,ﬁ_;‘.{; -, N ) K . .

i C . : o 1.

. '- N N . N

_ - 19 ~.
. . .
L .26 . -
: ST . .




-

The result of these forays was that the colonists of the outlying set-

tlements often fled to the homes of their relatives in La Canada, while

Taos Valley/settlers moved into the Pueblo and liveds thewe for years,

at a time.” - ) o : -
Despite the- fear of nomadic raids, howeveir, the 18th centuny Tand grants
were settled. Homes were built, crops were planted; irrigation ditches
were built and .maintained, small chapels were grected and livestock

. were grazed. The range of settlement in the 18th-century had a smal]ék

- total extension than in the 17th, .but as population began to grow there

was a more continuous use of land. ‘ v) . k

. The settlement pattern of the 18thlcentury settlers was largely one -
of scattered extended=-family farms. .In some instances, particularly T
at the insistenee of the colonial authorities, a closed plaza would

- be formed, wth all the housessbuilt adjacent around the square to

> _provide a continuous outer wall (for instance, as seen in the Plaza J
¢ <7 det Cerro of Chimayd). As population grew, however, it tended to ,
fyscatter, and even in cases of defensive building the settlers found
« .+ Jthat they were not safe against raids by the nomadic Indians. . ' j/ ‘

In 1760 Pablo Villalpando.owned the largest-housz in the Taos Valley, -

withf defensive towers and a parapet. ‘A1l the settlers ‘took. refuge

in the house when forewarned of a Comanche raid, ?nd the/women

fought otf the attackers by the side of their men rhe Comanches,

however, operied breaches in the wall and set ‘fire to the house; ‘after

killing numerous settlers,- they carried otf 64 settlers of both sexes'
and all ages into captivity. :
P ) ' . .

. Since even strongly tortified homes and piazas could be stormed, it \
is not surprising that the 18th century settlers flouted the regula- ™
tions on the tormation.of settlements. Even tne three viilas did not
conform“to the regulations. 1In 1776 Santa Fe had a total population
of 2014 persons, of whom only 1167 1ived more or less close to the
plaza. Santa Cruz had a population of 1389, of whom only 680 1lived
cloge to the plaza. Albuquerque had a population of 2416 persons
scattered from Corrales to Tomé, with only 763 persons living close
to the plaza. At that time, the total population of the province was
18,261 and the authorities were condtantly exhorting the settlers to
set up ‘concentrated communities 1ike the’ Pueblos. o

. . b g
Not only did settlers find that fortified enclosed plazas provided
inadequate protection, ‘they also had reasons af their own in the
outlying communities, far avoiding close neighbofs. Many were engaged T T
. 1in contraband trade h the nomadic Indians and wanted no.supervision. .
+ over their trading. Strenuous efforts by Governor Juan Bautista de ,
Anza in 1778-80 succeeded in concentrating many but not all communities. o .

The majority of the colonial settlers lived in communities whose pop-
§ ulation ranged frem 30 to }Sss than 500. Except for the villas, .theré
was relative closepess between neighbors only in the Espafiola Valley.
By the-early 19th. degtury there were permanent settlements as far
south as Socorro an as, far north as Arroyo Hondo, as’far east as the
. Mora Valley and as far west as the Navajo frontier_along the Rio e
} Puerco. Even in the face of opposition from the Mi ios Apaches ' S
" of southwestern New, Mexico, a copper miming enterprise Was operned on” .
the fabled Santa Rita Grant near present Silyer City.’ : :

9
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During the course of the 18th century, the settlers came to be more
numerous than their Pueblo neighbors, although the rate of population
growth was slow until the final decades of the century. Periodic
epidemics and occasibnal famine years continued to decimate the/—
- Pueblo population even more severely than the settlees. A gradG;:
S process of hispanization was taking place, furthermore, which caused
S the Pueblo leadership to expel acculturated members in order to main- .
. \tain the integrity of Pueblo culture and its need for ‘privacy in the
observance of traditional beliefs. The children of Tewa women who
married settlers were usually not accepted into the religious orgarii=-
zations of the pueblo. . ' S

IR Although the Hispanic system of land owne#gh?p and managment continued
g to be perceptibly different from that of the Pueblos, the interchange
~ of technology and ideas pertaining %o land use which had commenced
“in the 17th century continued. The Y\8th century settlers, as indicated
in many wills, suffered a perennial ghortage of implements. Like
the Pueblos, they used coas, (digging sticks)-to plant corn. Although
~ the colonial authorities issued metal tools to settlers, these were
. . in chronically short supply. They had few metal-tipped hoes, metal
. digging sticks and metal shovels. In outlying-areas wooden spades
continued in use into the middle of the 19th century:

. The settlers raised more grain crops than did the Pueblos for. home
consumption, wheat, barley and oats in addition to corn. There was
apparently no sugar cane raised in New Mexico .in 1776 when Father
Dominguez wrote hiis report and mentioned the high cost of importing
sugar, but the wooden cane pressgs still ip existence in northern
Newwgexicowviﬂlages are of an ancient design and must have been in
use by the early 19th century. . ' ' -

Like the- Pueblos, the set%ler% traded off surplus crops to the
_ nomadic tribes, especially corn and semi-domesticated tobacco called
0 __ punche which they raised and sold in def¥ance of the excise tax on
tobacco . co : :

. Unlike the Pueblos, the’settlers had individual family-guwned allotments
of residential and farming land which they could and soégtimes did
sell after a-certain period of residence, usually at least four years.
' Over the generations the farmland was subdivided, among heirs of both
. sexes, in strips running at right angles to the irrigatiop.ditch.
- - With each subdivision the strips would become narrower. 1 colonial -
. : times the settlers sometimes deferred subdividing and worked theland
o in groups larger than the nuclear family unit. The Pueblos, on the
other hand, gave out agricultural plots in usufruct to extended family
groups, but the lands remained inalienable to the pueblo. Agricultural

R 1 ! C . .
X Certain plant foods raised or'gathered by the settlers of ‘New Mexico
v ; were popylar items at the Chihuahua trade fairs in late colonial times.
L Strings xt/phi]e and sacks of pifion nuts were carried to.the fairs, -
as well as7animal products: - .sheep on the hoof, sheep pelts, wool and
hoiespun cloth; buffalo hides and dried buffalo meat; deerskins and
elk hide dressed to a soft chamois. ' _ -

.

plots were assigned. Aerial views of most pueblo lands todaylgon&[gi;_\‘/,,>~”\\§
sharply with those of a Hispanic communﬂty. _ ,

*
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Raising livestock and hunting wild game were important activities of
the settlers. Sheep were the most universal unit of exchange in an’
economy where cash was in short supply; therefore sheep were reckoned
as wealth. Cattle were raised in smaller numbéers than sheep in colonial
New Mexico, and were owned largely by a small number of more affluent
families. Goats were important as meat and dairy ani . Groups

of hunters travelled out on the plains each year to kiTVHK buffalo, dry
the meat and bones and dress -the hides, and to engage in sporadic

trade with the buffalo-hunting nomadic Indians. .

The extensive activity of men and boys in herding, buffalo hunting,
going on trading journeys to faraway towns in New Spain and to the
camps of nomadic Indians left a great deal of work in the home-commun-
ities largely in the hands of women, children and the elderly persons.
Raising and harvesting crops, caring for and milking dairy animals,
chopping firewood, repairing homes, spinning and weaving woolen cloth
were often carried on when there were few if any ablke bodied men on
hand. Among.the settlers there was more labor interchange between
‘the sexes than among the Pueblos; Pueblo men were the weavers and
"principal farmers while Pueblo women were the potters and home main-
tenance experts. ‘ .

The settlgrs were perennially shorthanded, because of the labor needs
of their farflung activities. Their principal source of additional’
"hands", other than their own children, were the captives they took
among the nomadic Indians. Adult male captives were not valued,
because they could escape easily. Young women and, par;;cularly,
children, were the captives most often held by the settlers and ;
raised in their homes. When raiding the settlements, the nomadic In-
dians also preferred to take their captives among the women and
children. - ; ’

In his 1776 report, Fray Francisco Atanasio Dominguez described a
substantial and clearcut servant class only in Santa Fe, the caﬁ?%a]
of New Mexico. The class status of other communities was variously
described by him as "some are masters, others servants, others serve
in both capacities" or even, "almost all are their own masters and
servants": There were affluent settlers, but not the very rich and .
pampered elite to be found in other colonies of the 18th centuty
colonial powers. .

In the latter half of the 18th century and early years of the 19th,
grant lands were given in increasingly large blocks, usually to
groups of families who éromised to found settlements. Generally
one or several principal settlers received a double allotment of
agricultural land. As the land along the Rio Grande and its main
tributaries was completély taken up, grants were requested in more
outlying areas. The more outljing grantf established a buffer

. population at critical points of ent or nomadic raiders seeking

to strike at the core population in tii€ main valleys.

29 e
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At times the settlers in the more marginal areas found their buffer
, function so taxing that they.sought to abandon-their settlements. I
was the firm position of the authorities, however, that acceptance

of a grant of land carried wi
it. The Cebolleta settlers,

th it the responsibility to remain on
for instance received their grant in 1800

and, after a year of
in their range, deser

attacks by Navajos who considered the land with- .

ted -and moved to Chihuahua.

They werne brough

back under military estort, on pa

in of death if they again deserted.

Q

* The early 19th century saw increased hostilities between settlers and
nomads because new land grants were encroaghing upen hunting oy gather-

. ing areas used by various tribes.

The mine

rs at Santa Rita del

Cobre were attacked by the Mimbreilos.Apaches,

the Navajos swept in on

all settlements along the Middle and Lower Rio Grande and, along the

margin of the buffalo plains,
grazing lands were attacked.

any grants that were not limited to
The buffalo-hunting Indians had less

objection to the herding of animals

on the plains than:to the build-

ing of permanent houses, the digging of ditches and,

the fencing off

of arable lands. N
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NEW MEXICO ON THE EVE OF CONQUEST BY THE UNITED STATES
The victbny of Mexico's struggle fo {ndepend"nce from the.Spaniéh

Empire in 18g1 placed a new governgent in charge of a vast nation
| which includéd New Mexico as one of its northern frontier %ﬁrritories...

The Republic of Mexico did not gréatly change laws relating to lands .
and land grants,.except that Iturbide's. Colgnization Law of 1823, which A
facilitated the &cquisition of hyge empresario (investment) grants, ' o
was modified in 1824 to 1imit the extent of’/any individual grant to .

11 square 1eagQ%§r Further regylations were intended to control.the

considerable colgnization of northern bordeilands that the Republic: ~. . *~
sought, and to guard-against impositions, frauds and acts prejudicial / -
to the .public or' to the rights/of third persons. Y

- - v . L4

.

The Constitution of Mexico granted citizenship status to settled, e
Christian Indians, extending to them -the right to own land in severalty ‘
in their communities and to 'sell these lands at will, These new
reguAgtions remained a dead letter with the pueblos except for lands
purcifdsed or sold by the pueblo as a whole. - .~ . -
‘ Immediately preceding and following the creation of "the Mexican
. : public, a number of petitions were.made for large acreages of graz-
~ " ipgg lands in and east of the Pecos Valley. Juan Estevan Pino, Pedro
- Jose Perea, Antonio Sandoval and Antonio Ortiz apparently grazed
their livestock on these landé for years until the early 1840's
/ when hostilities broke out anéw with the Indians.

/

// The nomads on the western plains were being pressed from the east by
- "tribes displaced in the westward expansion of the United States. By
/ this time the United States was becoming a source of worry to the
‘Mexican government and to many people in New Mexico.

Even since the Louisiana Purchase of 1803 and Captain Zebulon Pikd
expedition, of 1806-7 which took him by chance or by désign to New" FA
Mexico's-northern rim, Spanish colonial authoritied had-made sporadic VAN
and not altogether successful efforts to keep tranZers, traders /and , :
political agents of the United States out of New lexico. The Mexican L
Republic had reversed this policy, welcoming the /opening of trade be- ‘

tween New Mexico and the United States. ;

4

Within a few short years -traders were bring their goods~fyom In- 1
dependence, Missouri to Santa Fe and from there followed the/ Royal .
Highway to Chihuahua. A small group of New Mgxicans became/associat-
ed with them and soon formed a class of ricoy (rich men). /They - .
T . opened stores in a number of towns in partnership with the/ United
States traders. Purchasers of their goods often hadgno cash and
. paid off their store debts with livestock
MeXico ricos belonged to families that ha
opening of the Santa Fe Trail but others
.according to folksay. ///

prior to the
poverty ’

’ /‘

Some of the traders from the United Stftes and Canadg married New .
Mexican wives and settled down in Santa Fe and Taos./ To/further their fﬁ\\§\;.‘
business dealings they became interested in acquiring-<land. After the ~

Texas War of 1836, they were'furthér motivated by hé/ xpectation

s
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that New Mexico would soon be incorporated into the rapidly expanding “
United States. o i : o ‘
, ) : J :
The‘Ameficans and their New Mexican @ssociates/formed a political -
faction/ known as the "American Party". Their-ﬁeader was Charles Bent, “ P
* who had married a Taos bride and had settled in Taos in order to .
furthet the business interésts he shared with his brother William. ,
The Bents had built a trading fort on the north bank of the
. . Arkansas River, near present-day La Junta, Co oradgz From this stra-
tegic/location at the border between New Mexicd‘an the United States,
the Bent brothers buflt alliances with certain Indiam tribes, pro-
. viding them with arms which were sometimgs used against New Mexico.

The Bents were ¢tosely associated with Céran St. Vrain and Car]os
.Beaubien, who had become Mexican citizens. In collaboration with !
Governor Manuel Armijo and his secretary Guadalupe Miranda, and

with the prefett of Taos, Cornelio Vigil, Charles Bent and several
other United States citizens became siﬂent,partners in land grants

of enormous size, the largest being the Maxwell Grant, eventually

// confirmed at 1,714,764 acres. This was a far from legal transaction,

’ since the Mexican laws then in effect could not have given these
individuals jointly more than 97,000 jacres. It appears, furthermore,
that the Mexican government would haye finally rejected the Maxwell
petitiop had it not been that United States conquest intervened

/ before /it was possible/@o weigh the legality of the’ grant. None-

" theless, with the help/of Governor Armijo, Preston Beck, Jr. managed
to puychase in 1844 th@ former;graiing“-a]lotment of Juan Estevan

{ g Pino later confirmed at 318,699.72 acrés. The Pinos had had to with- ;e

// . draw/ their livestock from the trdct years before, due to the opposi ion

. [ . :
. . A, s
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of uffalo—hunting'Indjan§‘to their presence and Beck was completely .
unable to settle on the tract, pecause of “the same opposition. /Thg j

. Pimo tract; in fact, may not have been transferable because of /being :
Z{Qrant in usufruct; yet it wds sold to Be;& as a grant for settlement. ' -
- ) . : . ~——’ . ’
Manuel Armijo also made a gr nt to Joseph Sutton, a businessman,/ for %

. /69,455 acres far out on tfie plains, that was“to be used for the /rais
*/ ing of sheep and the buildifig of a textile mill. Sutton ‘secure
/  the unusual condition of bging permitted to be placed in poss

sion whenever he wished, vather than beipg obliged to settle
diatgly. »This was convenjient, sindezby no stretch of the im
would the nomadic Indiang have permitted a textile mill on thei
Sutton paid Armijo.a.gogdly sum for thjs grant.

the northern and eastern margins df /New

on acres 2rant_d by Manuel Armijo -to/ his A
jcan and New Mexican/partners in co ercgwer -of strategic impor-
tance in facilitatifig the entry of American troops into New Mexico in
1846. Armijo even/granted lands tg John Scolly *and several.asso-
ciates at the confluence of the Mora and Sapello Rivers, encr
upon both.the Moya and the Lag Vegas Grants and surrvounding -
given to James Boney ("Santiago one") by Governor Albifo Perez.in .
1835.°N This wa; ﬁre site later selected for the const ctig of

Vi “ N K -

A1l the land grants a
Mexico, nearly 3 mil
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Armfjo s actions dnd the infernal threat to New Mexico of tHe wgalthy,
influential andaa}early hos ilz restdents from the United States
e

-aropsed the:alarm of some New Mexico citizens. Fayhew tonio | . i
Jos€é Martrinez of /Taos, the leading opponent of the, American Panty, i
+* gucceedéd in hgving. some gramnts revoked while Armijo was out o
.0ffice; when Ar jo returned to pffi e, however, . Ve reg anted fthe

Tands. j \

.Armijo was Go%e nor of New Maxlcd i 1827 1829, 183W 1 344 and ;b45-
- He was in office when the troops, ostghe al- Stephen ‘Watts Kegr
/ invaded New ze ico from their advan e /bagse at,Bent's Fort| ijo
I at the last ent withdrew the few. cannon of tﬂg defending forces

* and ordered Fh@ defenders -to diSba d,
_victory. ] _ i

P ovidln?/Kear y with an easy
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(1886 - 1912) 7.

/ The conqust of New Mexico was the produdt of a process of United States
o , expansion which commenced early in jthe 19th century with the Louisiana.._
' Purchase and the Lewis and Clark expeditipn. This expansion oCcurred
‘ in an atmosphere of evangelistic zeal expressed in the Doctrine of o
LW Manifegt Destiny, but business concerns /were never far removed from . '
./ J’? the center of action. The Texas Uprising of 1836 made it clear that S, b
I New Mexico and California could npt be /held much longer by the fledg- }
/ j ling Mexican Republic.- The congyest of :New Mexico by the United
/

/ ' State was'engiﬁeered and facilitated by marcantile interests, a
/ handflul of New Mexico ricos in cpllabgration with the traders from
| . Missjouri. There is a curious paralle] betweep the fact that de Var-
[ . \ _gas jnanaged to reoccupy New Mexjco by/ promisinggsto respect certain
/ . rights of the Pueblos and the fact t at. Kearny man&ged to take Santa
| / . ., Fe y.promisng:the Hispanic sefitlers;/protection from the raids of -
/ ; : no g1c Indians and full recognition of their personal and property
] r S. . ‘ ' . v » ’
‘ . ]
| The Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, signed by the United. States and ' /
Mexico in 1848, appeared to "guarantee the rights of New Mexicans to . /,
their lands. Article VIII stated,.with regard to New Mexigo-and, - : L
alifornia, that "in the said Territories, property of every kKind now o
-pelonging to Mexicans established there, shall be inviolably respect- /
ed. The present owners, the heirs of these, and all Mexicdans who
shall hereafter acquire said property by contract, shall enjoy with
respect to it guaranties equally/ ample as if the same belonged to
citizens pf the United States". : : !

Article IX of the Treaty stated that the former Mexican cftizens of j -
the ceded territories, both Higpanic and Indian, "shall be incorpor- /

ated into the Union of the United St&tes, and admitted :as soon as /
pgssibl¢, according to the principles of the federal constitution, o

tp the enjoyment of all jthe rights of citizens of the United States.

/ In the meantime they shall be/maintained and prgtected in the en-

{oymen of their liberty, thdir property and the civil rights now
/gsted in them, according to/the Mexican laws". o
I . :
These/were fine words,/ but ds soon as a Surveyor General was sent to
New Mexico, in 1854, to supgrvise the processing of land grant claims,
the mercantile interests_which had already gained control over large
tracts of land were reinforced by swarms of land speculators from the
eastern United States and,/ eventually, several European countries. -

/ !

* The/ Surveyor General/ was jnstructed by Congress to consider proof of
' the physical existence of/ any community in New Mexico by or before
1846 as prima facie/ evidence that a land grant existed. . In practice,
however, many well-estab}ished communities, even Santa Fe, were pass-
ed over in the confirmations, while the Armijo grantees. and other
ldand speculators asked‘ﬁor and got early attention. Several of the
Surveyors General between 1854 and 1888 were themselves .partners in
speculative enterprises involving land grants. . \
' 7 ' ) ' , :
\ . : / ' ) h - . ‘,‘“ ‘ 2 -
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Occupation and confirmation of a number of authentic grants weke inter-
rupted by the continued campaigns against nomadic Indians. What had -
amounted to frequent retaliatory raids under the Mexican government
became full-fledged military opeérations under the Unted States, for

-the burpogg of ending the nomadic way of 1ife and forcing all Indians
to settle on reservations. : '

\
\\

Some 8,000 Navajos and 1,000 Mescalero Apachés were held in militaky

detention near Fort Sumner from 1864 to. 1868,\ Later the Navajos \°*
ere permitted to return under military control to a portion of their
ormer range. A network of forts was bui]t-ih southern New Mexico

to harass the Mescalero and Chiricahua Apaches ‘and force them to

~capitulate. Many Mescaleros were held as prisghers of war, first in

Florida, then Alabama, then at Fort Si11, Oklahoma, before being
permitted in 1913 to return to areservation within their mountain
territory. ) \ .

The Jicarilla Apaches, who had offered no vestige \of resistance since
1854, were removed from their territory on what betome the Maxwell
Grant and were assigned to an-agency at Tierra Amanilla -in 1874.

Soon, however, they were qrdered to move south, and despite their
objections, were-actua]]ngeld at Fort Stanton from 1883 to 1887.

Then they were shipped to their present reservationi on the Rio Navajo
northwest of Tierra Amarilla, after several Hispanic families had
taken out homesteads on part of the land. ~

The Comanches and Kiowas were forced out of New Mexico and onto re-
servations in the "Indian Territory" of Oklahoma. The Utes were
driven onto reservatfons in Colorado and Utah and a ‘'small $trip in
northwestern New Mexico. Their reservations were drastically re-
duced by the terms of the Brunot Agreement in 1874. Ironically,
among the troops used to round up nomadic Indians at the end of the
Civil War were Black soldiers récently emancipated from slavery. New
Mexico Hispanos provided militia service in theSe campaigns and, as
a part of the process whereby conquered peoples helped to conquer
others, Ute scouts participated in the campaign against the Navajos
while Navajo scouts fought in the final campaigns against the

-Apaches.

During the years of Indian fighting, a new population element entered
New Mexico, takingover first the Mescalero winter territory in the .

- Lower. Pecos Valteyand soon moving northward to occupy some of the

rangelands_on Hispanic grants. These were wealthy Texas cattlemen,
ted. by John Chisum. They made cattle drives through eastern New
Mexico to load their cattle onto trains in Kansas until .the early

'1880's, when the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railroad was built

across New Mexico to the West Coast and southward to E1 Paso, Texas.
In the same period a narrow gauge 1ine was built by the Denver, ..
Rio Grande and Western Company ‘trom Cotorado Springs south-westward
to northern New Mexico borderlands, and thence northwestward to’
Durangq-and Silverton, Colorado.~ A branch reached Santa Fe in 1887.

The building of the*raf]road lines made New Mexico much more accessible
to the Texas cattle barons and-much more valuable to the speculators.

Z/{'ZS S AR
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‘The combined impact of the cattle barons and land speculators was
fateful with re%ard to social and land relationships in New Mexico.

In the first place, the Texas cattlemen had their own brand of law,
"West of the. Pecos”, which they imposed with the aid of Texas Ran-
gers and yigilante tactics. Claiming that the Comanches were

selling stolen cattle to.the Hisponas, they destroyed the Comanchero
trade. They had a strong anti-Mexican and anti-Indian bias, and tooke
satisfaction in appropriating and fencing off the sheep range -0of
Hispanic stockmen in Lincoln and San Miguel Counties. « L

The results of these incursions were twofold. In the first place the
Indian population of eastern and southern New Mexico was completely .
eliminated, along with the traditional patterns of trade. between
nomadic Indians and Hispanos. In the second place, Hispanic sub-
sistence pastoralism based on sheepraising was replaced in roughly
the same area by commercial cattle raising. The latter land use

was more intensive and more expleitative than had been the previous
uses. v . ’

The days of the open range rapidly drew to a-close. The land specu-
lators and cattle barons. fenced off the property they acquired, clos-
ing off access to Hispanic ‘and Indian grazers. Qs the railroads
were built, the lines crggsed Hispanic land grants, PuebTo 1ands and
Navajo and Apache lands. The railroad company always received a
generous right-of-way, while the groups whose land was being ap-
propriated received meager compensation.

Temporary prosperity came to communities whose menfolk obtained em-
ployment cutting.ties and laying railroad line. In the long run,
however, the New Mexico railroads stimulated an economy that was
based primarily on the extraction of natural resources from the

area: minerals, timber, meat, wool and the 1ike. This was an
economy which enriched small numbers of persons at the expense of

many.

~ The story of the land grants_is lengthy and involved. ' During the

days of the. Surveyors General, numerous quasi-legal tactics were
successfutly used to gainrtitle away from authentic landowners.
The Canadian Mountain Man, Antoine Leroux, married a Hispanic
wife with shadowy claims to heirship of some- lands in the Taos
Valley. He then proceeded in her name to claim a.much greater part

of the Valley, including lands clearly belonging to the Pueblo. >
Leroux also.acquired documents -of the Mora Grant and then pro-

ceeded to claim that this grant included the lands of Picuris’

- Pueblo. He proceeded to place squatters.on Picuris lands in the

Pefiasco Vd1ley and instigated an attempt to divert water from

_ Picuris Pueblo's Rio Del Pueblo into the Mora Valley.

It becamé fashionable to purchase from one family of heirs the documents
to an entire community grant, or to purchase the documents of heirs

~ to long-abandoned grazing grants. In most cases of the latter prac-

‘tice, it seems clear that grazing grants were not intended for the es-

tablishment of communities and were more in the nature of permits
,in usufruct. '
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w ‘ oo Other grants like the flagrantly illegal Maxwell Grant had never been

| approved by the Mexican government and never could have been. [his

| grafit as patented by Congress came to 1,714,764.94 acres, and was in
the heart of traditional Jicarilla Apache country.  ° S

‘ For.most legitimate Hispanic heirs the complicated.and expensivé

N B procedures for confirming grants, first by Congress under:the recom-"\

- - mendation of the Surveyor General and, from 1891 'to 1904, through the :
Court of Private Land Claims, were extremely difficult. Itis -~ N = "~ *
said that 1,000 claims were originally filed with the Surveyor General, -
but the record stops at less than half tham many. - ~ . N
Of the total approved and patented claims, 46 through the Surveyor

. General and 82 through the Court of Private Land Claims, more acreage
.4, was owned by land speculators and cattle ranchers, in 1904 than by - -
' s Hispanic heirs. At the same time, the.Pueblo lands, while confirmed, .
-were in many cases cut .severely back from the actual holdings. of . T
the Indians. . While the Spanish colonial and Mexican governments had =~ = = -4~
. never accorded respectful sanction to Indian religious use of . SR
N lands, there had been no concerted effort to appropriate shrine areas.
Before the Territorial period-was over, ‘however, many areas sacred
to Pueblos had been incorporated into-National Forest land. '

The chief organization of bankers, lawyers and ‘1and speculators from
the end of the Civil War to the end of the Territorial period was ° _ N
known as the "Santa Fe Ring". One of its principal leaders was - o .
Thomas Benton Catron, who came to own title or interest in 34 New
Mexico grants. At one time-he—owned 3 million acres.in New Mexico,
including much of the Mora Grant and most-of the Figrra Amarilla
Grant. His chief purpose in obtaining land was to buy cheap and then
sell off portions of ‘the lands and their resources at a high profit.

Catron sold off the timber rights of the northern part of the Tierra -
Amarilla grant, which was transformed from ponderosa pine country to i

open grassland within a few years. The timber stands of other land . '
grants were also clear cut, a_practice which continues today in- L
New Mexico forest lands. ' ‘ , B . T

Another area of resource explgdtation in which Catorn was interested
was mining land. He bought a{number of grants thought to have good -~ '
mineral resources. Others foldowed suit. The Santa Rita Mine was ' SRR .
reopened and expanded. Gold any silver fever in New Mexico was short- o
‘ .. lived, however. Copper remained the greatest mineral asset, with.coal L
| ' extraction far behind. 0i1, uranium, zinc, potash and natural gas
o remained to be exploited in the post-Territorial period. I e

Toward the end. of the Territorial period the merchants, lawyers and

bankers who dominated New Mexico adopted the ancient system of partido.
agreements (shareherding) to'a system which guaranteed them payment ,
in sheep of any indebtedness incurred by Hispanic villagers. Sheep-
raising had been increasingly profitable since theirise of the demand

wool in Civil War times. The wool clip had ‘risen from 493,000

g 3
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‘were badly overgra ed and subject to eros1on

" commercial ranching had taken over.

pounds in 1860 to\4 million pounds. in 1880. By the 1890's. large areas
of ‘New Mexico, especially in the Lower and Upper Sonoran life zones,

Some H1span1c sheepmér had part1c1pated in the éxpansion of the sheep_
The majority of them fell prey\\ '
~to the new system of partido contract when their debts were called.

industry and its..commercialization.

By the earty 20th century, the landholdings. of both the Pueblos™ - !
and the Hispanic villagers were vastly reduced and a new system of
The use of windmills to raise
undergound water to the surface made it possible to settle areas

E that had never before known a fixed popu]at1on.

‘The Navajos on the1r reservation in northwesternvNew Mexico..had

received sheep from the government following their detention at

the Bosque Redondo. The growth of human population and herds

was beginning to strain the resources of their reservation. The
Jicarillas and Mescaleros in the same period were 'in deep. poverty
because they had not had time to adjust to the. restrictions of the1r
new life, and had no means to develop a new resource base. :

L4 . 1




: j“"’ .. o ) : x '

NEW MEXICO IN THE .TwENhETH CENTWRY

Before the twentﬁeth centruy was well underway Hispanos had 1ost the
‘majority of their traditional range .and agr1cu1tura1 lands to- taxation,
and Jland development corporations. For the first time many Hispanos
were forced seasonally or permanent]y to ‘leave their native villages
and become 1ow-pa1d wage workers in other states. They worked the -, A
' sugar beet fields in Colorado, fruit orchards and cotton fields in ' L e
~ Arizona, and mines in Ytah and Colorado.” Others became sheep herd- Co- S
~ers_for Anglo-American absentee livestock owners. The few who re- S
mained on their small farms were burdened with taxation and the transi- RN
tion of the economy from barter to cash. Taxes imposed “a séngger1ng o ORI
. : burden on heirs to community land grants, who had never previously . <: R
. - had to pay any direct tax on land. Cities 1ike Denver, Salt Lake"
. . \E1ty and 'Los Angeles increased their population by the number-of . *
- rural farmers/ranchers from New Mexico forced to leave to earn the : L oo
money to pay the taxes on the1r land or, if, they had 1ost their 1and IR
to support their- families. , _ , o E .

With 1ncreas1ng 1ndustrta11zat1on of livestock and 1umber enterpr1ses, "~
more of the Indian.and Hispanic lands were lost. Many grants became S
] incorporated into national forests, after, single or corporate pur- _
o chasers bought title papers for a song, extracted all the marketable _— "
' timber, and then made a double profit through the sale of first the )
3 timber,and then the deforested grant to 4he national forest. This
A is what happened on the Santa Barbara Grant in the Pefiasco area, and
' others With all the trees gone, reseeding had to be done at taxpay-
,ers expense. _

. .-
By the early twent1eth century, some 12% of all the lands of New Mexico . v
, had been set aside as National Forests and Wilderness areas. In 1904 ~ : x

the Federal Government had control of more than 52 million acreas of
"New Mexico's"77.8 million acres. This was accomplished, in the first
place, by massive displacement of nomadic Indians and, in the second
place, by the appropr1at1on%of most Spanish/Mexican commun1ty grant
lands ¥nto the Public Domai .

As an examp]e, San Miguel del Vado's 3 300 acres were reduced to the
5,024 .30 acres occup1ed by plazas, farmh{hses and irrigated lands.
The grant heirs in San Jose, Ribera, San Miguel, E1 Pueblo, Sena,
Lovato, Villanueva, El1 Cerrito and’ other ham]ets on the‘brant were -
left w1th no place to graze their Tivestock. The "surplus" lands

- were then thrown open under the Homestead Law. The federal government :

N still controls more than 34% of New Mex1co lands. _

-Large tracts 6f land were. set aside as.New Mexico won statehood in .

7//ﬁ\ 1912, for the production .of income to support schools. ‘In many.
'cases, however, these lands have been.used for the benefit of special
interest groups. The case. of state lands on the White Sands Missile -
Range which have been taken away from. ranchers with grazing leases
and will apparent]y be acqu1red permanently by ‘the United States proV1des

~an example in 1975. - -

".r
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- Ever since the estab]Tshment of a schoo] system in New Mecho, Ang]o
_American teachews .have been imposing the ‘English language on child- - ~
* . ren regardless: of their ability to understand it. A decree of 1593 »
by sthe Spanish’ monarqps proclaimed absolute equality of the offsprlng
A . of.Spaniards, Indians and Mestizos. In New Mexico ‘this deCree was
A T better fulfilled under. the Spanish ¢olonial and Mexican- govern-\f T o
: s ments than elsewhere in Latin America. In the Land of the Free,” how- - 0 -7 -~
ever, denial,of the right to. Speak\one s home language in schoo] is . AR RVR,
still, ‘contributing to a severe dropout problem. . Recently, bi-1lingual- o
programs have been-set up to help non-English speaking children better
to understanq the1r schoo] 1essons and learn abou; the1r cu]tura]
giher1tage - _ , Sy
As the-government appropr1ated range]ands from Ind1an and stpanwc
_users, fences were built to keep out people and Tivestock except"
under paid lease. . Numerous rural communities.reckon the onset.of their -
~ current. poverty from the date the local-range was fenced off. There
A is a saying: "Los.cercos de a]ambre son. cercos de hambre" (wwre T
fences' are fénces of “hunger) . .

/4

The grazing 1ands in- the Nat10na1 Forests and other government-owned : .
tracts have been primarily-issued to corporaté, out*of state cattle

g “growers. -Deprived of their Prad1t1ona] range, the stpanos have been
i . confined to sma]] village dwellings with tiny garden plots ig\thelr
c "quaint" communities where they cannot produce.enough to feed them-
: - selves’or past re their animals, at one time their main source of.a

“rich protein’diet. With:all the community range-lands fenced off, .

»villagers are often forced to pastune their small herds along the * _

roads, ditches and river.bottoms. ' As the standard of living of the- o o

COuztry as. a whole has- risen, that of the AHispanic New Mﬁchan has S L

e B pro ort1onate1y dec11ned ¥ _ . »Q/T“i\\ o

RS

~If the poverty of rural" Hispanos is to be ended, onhe soluthon would .~
, be to allow them to:increase their herds and graze more cattle on the
ol lands that were taken away from them. This would raise the standard
of living and, in turn, 1mprove the tax base. As an example, the
Vallecitos de Lobato Grant is now mostly National Forest land w1th/the -
“exception of the small agricultural plots along the stream which are . -
_ -privately owned. The common lands, where. big herds, once grazed are :
. now fenced and allotted by graz1ng perm1ts of wh1ch few are 1easedxj
to Vallecitos res1dents :

e «»& ',
The exp]o1tat1ve extract1on of New Mex1co S natura] resources con-"v-far*‘ﬂ?ﬁ'ﬁ:ugjh i
( tinues. ~ Mineral extraction comprises seveéral Taﬁge an env1ronmental- A ,
ly destructive industries in New Mexico. Today the entire area. R
: . ~ surrounding the Santa Rita Copper mine holds one of. thé greatest R
R known reserves of copper in the world. Huge open’ ‘pit mines have re-~
- : placed the modest homesteads of miners rooted in the area since the R
- mid-19th century . i . o L 'ms_ Lo e

N‘ - Car]sbad is a maJor potash center. Southeastern New Mex1co a]so pro-
o - ' duces petro]eum, wi major refinery at Hobbs, a]though most New
Mexico.o0il is refined oyt-of-state.

33




Q”’

“provide electricity for the West Coast but create a pollution hazard
for all of_northwestern.New Mexico. Strip mining of coal for the plant
is destrd‘cng the ground cover in a wide area. . R

; N Noifﬁyedég;;iksw Mexico is @ center for the extéaction of natural
o +  masy7coal, and-uranium. Gii;; power plants in the Farmington area.

The forest “lands of the Canadian and Hudsonian-1life zones in New

Mexico are centers of timber cutting and livestock grazing, often by

out-of-state corpgrate concerns and often with resulting damage to
-~ the environment. - - - ©

Huge dams ‘on nmost of New Mexicd's rivers have served the needs of
agribusiness in southérn New Mexico and. Texas, and have enriched the
corporate contractors who build them. Each reservoir is-a monument
. 'to the displacement of. whole communities. Reservoirs and National
Forests serve a growing recreation fﬁdustry. Ironically, poverty in
New Mexico is second only to Mississippi, so that the ‘people 1iving
closest td the recreation areas can least afford to use them.

New Mexico's latest industry is real estate subdevelopment, which
profits from the state's weak laws regulating exploitation of land.
The major purpose of some enterprises is to advertise the "Land of
Enchantment"in big city newspapers all over the country and induce
. people to buy lots, sight unseen, on the installment plan. Huge .
tracts with insufficient-water for reéﬁdentia] purposes have had "streets"
f?gilpozed over their surface, accelerating soil erosion. .

New Mexico's oldest population, the Pueblo Indians, now number some
25,000 and own somewhat more than half a million acres of land; some
of it is excellent -agricultural land, but such pueblos as Zia cannot
live'from their land, even in part. Some 50,000 Navajos, who at one
‘time roamed freely on,an estimated 23 million acreas of land in New
Mexico, now own only 3 million acres, many of thém severely over-
grazed, damaged by mining and inadequate for the rapidly growing
population. ' ' : '

, H , .-
In 1933 erosion had reached a critical state on the Navajo reservation, |,
due to the increase in Navajo sheep herds and the reservation's inab-
ility to feed the stock and at the same time maintain its plant cover.
The government, <in the interest of long-range conservation, initiated
a livestock reduction program which drastically reduced the Navajos'
holdings, of sheep, goats and horses. The’Navajos opposed the: program
because ‘they felt that a vital part of their way of 1ife was being
taken from them. - The government did not take into account the human
problems: of land use and the attachmen which the Navajoqﬁpd for: thier
sheep,and horses. . o I -

e e The livestock reduction program caused many Navajos to-leave the reser-

vation in selarth of jobs as fruit pickers, mine workers, and railroad
rkers. Many ‘joined the armed forces. Of the present Navajo population

46.0% are employed on the f:g?rvation on various payrolls (government,

;-
e
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tribal, mining, construction, crafts, etc.); 37.8% are employed
outside the reservation (railroad workers, agricultural, etc.);and
16.2% receive forms of compensation (Social Security, welfare, Rail-
road compensation, etc.). Salaries for non-college educated Navajos
is sti1l very low. . e .

-

. *Some 1,500 Jicarilla Apaches own approximately 772,000 acres, good
4 for timber and grazing. The Mescaleros, with an enroliment of 1,463,
o own less than half a million acreas of timber and grazing land,
I ¢ with 1little potential farmland. ’ )

© N "Congress confirmed more than 8 1/2 million acggas of supposed Spanish
. and Mexican grant lands, while the Court of Private Land Claims con-
- firmed nearly another two million. Ironically, the beneficiaries of
. ‘these confirmed lands were in the majority of cases fiot the authentic
Hispanic heirs of-authentic grants. In some cases, notably the
Tierra Amarilla Grant, the patent was made out only to one grantee
or heir of a community grant, who then sold it immediately to a
speculator, Years of. subsequent loss by tax sales, fraud and misap-
propriation have left nearly 3000,000 Hispanic_people in New Mexico
with considerably less than a million acres. From an overwhelmingly
rural population in the 1930's, the majority of New Mexico's Hispanic
population has recently become urban, with a high rate of poverty.

L ' - New Mexico's traditional cultural groups have 1ived a long time upon
: _ this land, have developed many skills. in surviving upon 1t and have
incorporated. their love for it into their religious practice and
daily 1ife. They never willfully.misused it, although from time to
" time they overused certain areas. Many still prefer to live in ,
- adobe houses built by their own hands: ‘casas de la tierra" (houses °
o made of earth). . :

. Within a single century, enormous changes have taken place on the. lands
- of .New Mexico, in'most of the 6 life zones. New Mexico is now at a
' crossroads: will "progress" destroy the land, the very basis of life?
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1724
1754

1803,

1739

1735
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era=Juan

ca

Abiquii

'fManuela Garcia de las

et. al.
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~ ¥
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- | Plots) . o
1,422.62 - 472,736.95 Government and Non Hgir5j45
(same_és #4) 434,000 deerﬁment o
¥,468.57 58,531.43  Heirs | o
49,747.89 Most spid’byiheifs o
35,761.14 Government
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16,547.20 * Heirs |
| 38;000 "Goverhmentl’\ .
7,577.92 11,622.08  Non Héirs |
7.577.92  Government
7,004.89  Non Heirs
2,000  Goverrment
. 5,000  Goverriment
5,000 . Government
1,000 - 'édvernment‘
~-50,000 quernmggt
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‘}AZSL' ! 1714 , Cristobal Crespfn | " 3,000 Heirs of B. Sanche;_ - |
29. I-C 1710 ‘Juan'qé Ulibarei o 500 | Heirs of'B.‘sgnchez’~
30. I1-C. 1707 Barloloné Sinchez .. 4,069.828 5,530.172 . Heirs ‘
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. 37. I-C 1703 Sebasfian»MartTn T 51;387.20 - . Heirs - Goverhment"'
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: F, R (Truchas) o o ? ;’ _ 'fw
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| 3. - C 1846 Cadi]]a] ' _ b . _ '.;.6bmingo Fernandeg Héirs_“lw
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I 1710
I - 1728
T 1609
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B 1732
1 1731
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1. 1732
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[ 1783
1. 1742
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I 1769
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I 1742
1 1746
1 a2
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Chamisos Arroyo - T e v_f‘Non fieirs’

dﬁuén Cay,etano.Lobato N ' \‘ 1’.020 -Non eri-rs'

Antonio D'oming'ue‘z o | 800 N - Non I{ei’rs't'_"’f-f'
Luis de Armenta ° 623 " Non Heirs

_MaQue] Tenorio % . 600 ﬁqn_é Hei’fs.

José Durdn - - " 425.85 _.Non Heirs  °
Juan José Antgpio Flores® - ! 1 _,,500', \ Non Heirs-

uan Feh‘b‘e Rodriguez B 2,000 - ,\{on He1r§
The Archuleta & Gonzales 1,000 - _N_on'-"Hews '
Ant;mic; Armijo, 900 . " Non Heu's

Alamo | S . 2,000 Non t@gi;‘s o
ﬁéﬁAHm;mQMMg ‘ 2,000 Non Heirs

Juan José Archuleta | 500 Non Heirs
)}_65e RGmu10 de Vera. ’ 300 - Non Heirs
Catarina Maese"' - '_qpo Non' Heirs
Dom1ngo Valdez a 500 . "




~ o {‘T \, \ '
s ; . +
. \ 4 . TS o ‘
B ‘ S ACRES * ACRES .
'TVP JEAR GRANT NAME CONFIRMED REJECTED  PRESENT OWNERSHIP
.1 1742 | Tomas Tapia ' o 500 Non Heirs
e - ’:\ “’ ‘\ . , ._‘ 'T ' . . .
72. I #1742 . Felipe Tafoya - 500 - Non Heirs
73. I- <1782 “Felipe Pacheco . ' . 500 - Non Heirs

74. 1 1785 - Roque Lovato @ 1.619.85  Non Heirs
- 75. 1 1790 Maes & Ga@ﬂégij’;————///,laﬂ : . Hefrs and convent in

) _ . . Agua Fria,
.76 1 1700 E1 Pino 1,200 Non Heirs
7. 1 1769 ‘Pacheéé o 581.29 , " Heirs R
778.7:1 1693 Francisco de Anaya Mamazin 3,020.79 42,000  Heirs
79.  I-C 1714,V>Hac1end%€§el Mamo 50,000 2 Government
©80. P 1750 San Marcos Pueblo - 1,895.44 i}“ Non' Heirs
81. .C 1840 Alamitos Grant 297.55 . 138.86 Heirs o
B2. € 1835 'E1 Badito- . 1,35  ‘Government
83. I-C 1830 | Gotera | - 1,800  Government |
84. I-C 1825 *:Maragua . 389.82 | deer;ment. o !
gs. c 1839 Caﬁaég‘%e San.Francisco a o 2,000 ' Governmehgﬁf ’ \
8. C 1820 ' San bedro | 31,594.76 ~ Non Heirs
87. I 1844 Cafon del Agua - 341.04 _"3,i60.17 ~ Non Heirs.
88. 1  18%6  Nuestra Seora de Tos 82 Non Heirs
. | Dolares Mine - ) ' .
D s 1 183 ortiz Mine = . . ‘\69,159.33 259 Nom Heirs
}~4 90. C 1830, ;| Real de Dolores del Oro 17,361 - . Non Heirs '
5 9'. I-G . . 1727 Lo de Basquez _ '\~ “ 76,000 ~ Government
92. 1 £1782 | Mesita de Juana Lépez o a2,022.25 Non. Heirs
93. I 1762 Sitio de Juana Lépez 1,108.61 , . . Non Heirs |
| 94 1 1788 Sitio de los Serrillos 572.4 o Non Heirs ° '
21-C 7 o Lo% Serril[?s/;)/- " 1473.81 ‘808.6§ “ an Heirs“w/ﬁg?::—nf\\\f” )
I-€ 1695 La Majado . .154,404.10 Non Heirs - n
mf_ ._. 1742 - Caja del Rio ' “;iﬂ070.36 Y " Non Heir; \

°

AE;S_ .




N " ) ACRES ACRES

TP YEAR = GRANT NAME  CONFIRMED REJECTED - PRESENT OHNERSHIP
9. C 1702  Jacona | 3 ~ 6,952.84 " " Non Heirs
99. P , Pueblo of San Ilde%.o\y17',292.64 (Pueblo lands now total‘ 26,192 é‘xcres)
100. P , budblo of Santa Clara ’J 17,368.52 (fugblo_lands now totaT.45, 742 éckes}

* 101. I-G | 1742 Cafada de Santa Clard™  490.62 1,372.78 Pueblo of Santa Clara -

102. T - 1695 Santa Cruz " 4,567.60 60,000 -  Helrs
Coq03. 1 1700 José Trujillo - La Mesilla  5,999.69 Government’
, _ and Arroyo Seco .
]04.' P ~ Pueblo of Pojoaque - 13,520.38 (Pueblo Tands now total 11,599 acres)
105. I 1699 Juan de Mestas | 3,000 _ Pueblo of Pojoaque
106. 1 1699 Alfonso Rael de Aguilar '3  pueblo.of Pojoaque |
107. I-C 1f31, Cuyamuﬁgué : © 604.27 Non Heirs ‘ '
108. P | Pueblo of Nampé . ' 23,590 (Pueblo lands ‘now total f9,i13 acres)
\\\\%109; I i?39 - Gaspar Ortiz '; 57.18 Non Heirs,
110. C 1721? Pueblo of Quemado-(CordoQa) ' ‘288,000 Government
oM. ¢ 1743 -.Sanéd Domingo de Cquiyé 2,137.08 , Helrs, -
112. I‘ 1846 Sierra Mosca , 155,200 Governhent
113, T 1725 Diego de Belasco- ' ;'? ‘ ‘Government
M4, P . . Pueblo'of Tesique .  17,471.12 (Pueblo lands now total 17,027 acres)
1%5.. 1-C 1745 Rio Tesuque . 7,390 ‘ Government
116. o 1752 Juan de Gabalﬁ%n | 10,690:05 ' Non Heirs.
4 117. 1. 1746 Santiago Ramfrez 272.168 - 5,893.88 Non Heirs
118, 1. 1707 Santa Fe Caiidn José 6,000 6,000 Government
Y : Manuel Giltomé , - ‘ Co

~.TAOS COUNTY ’ |

o . » 4 . . - .

NMO.. I-C 1843 Sangre de Cristo-Lee  998,780.46
. ' “ ,:‘7‘,” v ‘o s - and Beaubien . ) . ) ‘ )
120 1-6 1821 Paraje del Punche 90,000 Government

-

i Non Heirs - Heirs

1

.




<

4 ACRES * ACRES

_ ' TYPE YEAR GRﬁﬂT NAME [ CONFIRMED REJECTED PRESENT OWNERSHIP .
121, ¢ 1851 Plaza de Guadalupe (Cerro) 39,852  Government .
122; C 1842 San Mntonio del RfoColorado _ ' 18,955.22 Government and (:orpor- '
) . .. ations
123. C 1845 Cebolla S 17,159.57  Government ‘ |
‘124, C 1828 Cafiada de los Mestailos ’ . 16,000 Government v
125. 1-C 1815 San Cristobal - 5,000 7/ Smx11 Plots owned'by hefrs=
Severino and Antonio Jose Martinez 000> Government d u,i‘ .
126. G 1836 Cafign del Rfo Colorado 43.\939 ] Government |
127. ¢ 1815 Arroyo Hondo . .  20,000.38  8,673.84 Heirs. -
128.I-C 1742 Antoine Leroux (Pedro 56,42&(31 o Non Heirs and Taos P&ébld"
. - Vigil de Santillam, et al.) , SR Tk
129. 1 1716 Antonio Martinez - 61,605.46. . Hetrs & Taos Pueblo’
130. T 1702 José Domfnguez ‘Void-covered by Antonio Martinez
131.p . Pueblo of Taos - . ]7,369;55 ~(Pueblo lands now total 95,341 acres)
- 182. C 1796 Fernando de Taos 1,817.24 71.76 Plots of land owned by
: I : heirs
- . ' _ .
133. C 1712 Antonia de Gijosa - 16,240.64 3,759.36 Heirs ”
134.1-C 1710 €ristobal de la Serna - 22,232.57  7,767.43 . Heirs .

(Ranchos de Taos)

T

135. C 1795 Rancho del Rio Grande 91,813.15 17,229.85  Government

'136-.C 1832 Rio deI\PicurTs . ; 20,000 Government
137. 1 1793 Salvador Lobato . 2,500 Government
138. P ’ Pueblo of1P1curis 17,460.69 (Puebio Lands now total 14.960.47‘acre$'

o | . plus 2,507.68 acres in private claims).
139.lC, ]ZS]-Las\Trampés f 28,131.67 . Government:$ ‘v | J’ﬂ .
140. C 1795 C1enegui]1a / 43,961.54 .~ Government ‘ oot
141.1-G 1826 Orejas del Llaho de los +Forgery 150,000 Government
Aquajes ‘ ) -

142. C 1790 Santa Bérbara . 30,638.28 L"” Government -

- T43. 1T 1742 Ramon Vigil . 31,209.52 . ) Non Heirs -nGovernmenf

. . .
~ . .
. . .
’I" - - .
. L -
.

]5 * A




. ACRES - ACRES .
TYPE YEAR GRANT NAME CONFIRMED REJECTED . Q\PBESENT OWNERSHIP
144, I 1742 Rito de Tos Frijoles L 23,022.28 Gévernment R |

.~ SANDOVAL COUNTY ‘

145, 1 1728 Cafiada de Cochitf - 19,112.78 ~ Mon Htrs - Pucblo of .
'f4é. P Pueblo of Cochiti‘ 24,256.50 Pueblo lands now total 28.157) Cochjt
147. 1 1744 Jugn José Moreno _g%mnmmdasmmo Non Heirs

« .148. P-G Pueblo of Cochiti Pasture 20,000 Government )
149. 1-C 1756 Juan Montes Vigil 379.36 ” Heirs
‘Pefia Blanca) A ~ e
150. P ) Pueblo of Sgntq deingo 74,743.11 (Pueblo lands now to;al 69,262 acres)
151. P Pueblo of San Felipe 34,766.86 (Pueblo lands now total 48,930 acres)
152. P Santo Domingo & San Felipe 356 ' Pueblo Heirs
153. I T?sl Santa Rosa de Cubero 1,945.496 San Felipe Pueblo
154. 1 1825 Las Lomitas 120,000 Government
155, 1 1745  Angustura 1295.30 ° He1rs - Non Heirs
156. P 1709 E1 Ranchito 4,250.63. Santa Ana Pueblo
157. 1-C 1701 Bernalillo Grant 3,404.67 Heirs ‘
188. € 1765 San fntonio de las Huertas 4,763.85 Heirs
159. € 1840 Tején ©12,801.46 Hetrs * © °

160. ¢ 1851 Arquito > 2,000 Government )
161. P ' Pueblo .of Sandfa -23.922l85 | (Pueblo 1ands now tota] 22,800 acres)
162. \ Pueblo of Sant; Ana. 17,360.56 (Pueblo lands npw tota1»42,085 acres) }

*-163. P Pueblo of Zfa 17,514.63 ~ (Pueblo lands now total 170,267 acres) .

, 164. PG Pueblos of Zfa, Jemez  See # 174 298,634 Pueblo Heirs and govern-

and Santa Ana- overlap ment 4
165. I 1809 Rancho de la Sant151ma 17,018.18 f ‘Governmentw

: Trinidad ) . )

166. *1-C 1786 San Isidro 11,476.88 Government d

167. P | Pueblo of Jémez 17,510.45  (Pueblo lands now total 88,387 acvés)////

168. 1-G 1767 Ojo de Borregs -~ 16,079.80 | Jemez Pueblo . /- . .1

L . e o Eif% ‘ ~ s .ﬁ

- ERIC 16 4/////</r N




| N

N ~ ACRES ACRES . | |
TYPE YEAR | GRANT NAME : CONFIRMED  REJECTED PRESENT ONNERSHIP '
- 169. G 1728  Peralta Grant . Forgery? 400,000 Government .
170. €~ 1768  0jo de San José 4,340.276 | . Government /K\
(Ponderosa) ¢ . ,
m. € 1800 - Vallecito de Santo an1bio 100,000  Government
. (prior) )
172. € 1798 Caibn de San-Diégo © 116,286.89 . Largely Government
173, 1 1807  Ancén Colorado : 800 'Non_Heirs
174. C 1769 San‘Joaqﬁin del Nacimiento (Cuba) 131,725.87 Non Heirs
175.. 1-6 1815  0j6 del Espiritu Sahee-  113,141.15 Some Heirs, mostly Jemez .
- (See # 163 | ) and Zia Pueblos and Govern-~
v C : T ment . .
176. I-G 1768  Joaqiin Mestas . 3,632.94 Non Heirs
177. 1-G 1766 Bosque‘Grande ' 2;967.57 Some Heirs, mostly govern-'
. . : . ’ 'y ment : .
178. C-G 1768 Chaca Mesa _ " 47,258.71 . .Non-Heirs and Government
179. 1-6 1768 José Garcia ) . 76,000 Government “
© 180. ,!C 1753  Bernabé Montaiio ' 44,070.60 _ Laguna Pueb1o~and Govern-
. (M. Sra de la Luz y Lagunitas) - ment
181, 1 1759 + Antonio Baca 46,653.03 8,012.05. Non Heirs
182. I 1769 KAgua Salada 13,702.78  3,008.30  Non Heirs
183. I-6 1768 Cafialla de los Alamos  4,106.66 Non Heirs =
184, C 1800 Cebojleta 199,567.92 Heirs 1/3, Non Heirs 2/3
185, 1 1768 Vertientes de Navajo -~ 11,480 Government
: ) (Carlos José Pérez de M1raba1) .

. BERNALILLO COUNTY

186. 1-C 1716 Alameda . 89,346.00 16,928.00 . Heirs . -
) 187. C 1724 Les éanohos . 35,048.78 ) He1r§x;ﬂ0tners .
_ (E[ena Gallegos) ’ P o ‘
186. T ° 1706 .Albuquerque 17,361.06 ~ Heirs- Non Heirs
189. I 1706 Francisco Garcia 4,000  Non Hejrs

(within town of Albuquerque)

17




190.
191.
192.
193.
194.

195.

196.

-~

197
198.
199.

200.

201,

202.
203.
204.
205.

206.
207.
208.

. 209.
. 210.

5

IYPE  YEAR GRANT NAME
c 1872 Los Candelarias, etc.
C 1700 Atrisco _—
¢ 1746 Pajarito . |
¢ 1807  Los. Lagunitas -
-6 1852 Bairds Rance .
C . 1818  Cafion de Carnué
S_an‘ A.ntonito' % |

C 1840

.n‘ P

MCKINLEY COUNTY

Fe]%pe Tafoya

G 1766
& 1767 Bartolomé Ferndndez
p Pueblo of Zufif

VALENCIA COUNTY

P 1769 Rancho de Paguate

C 1834

.
~

Cuberd

146 1768 Baltazar Baca
P ‘18134 Rancho‘de §an Juan
P //}813 Rancho del Gigante
P 1760 Rancho E1.Rito
.M
p “pueblo- of Laglina
P ’ 1813 Rancho de Santa Ana
b ‘Pueblo of Acama
I-G | 1768  San Mateo Spring‘
G - 1819 Ojito de Tos Medanos

R

ACRES

© 18

60

@.

ACRES L
CONFIRMED » REJECTED PRESENT OWNERSHIP -
| J.  Heirs-and Non Heirs
82,728.72 Heirs - Others
28,724.22 Heirs -~ Others
43,653.446  Non Heirs
33,696 Qovehnment
2,000.59 85,999.41 - Non Heirs-heirs govern-
. : ment :
' 32,000 Non Heirs-heirs ' ~ ¢
PA\;\ ‘ Kl &
Wt T
 4,340.23 - Non Heirs
25,455.24 : . Heirs - Others
' 17,581.25 (Pueblo T1ands now total 400,353 acres)
75,406.27 \\\\\gaguna puebTo
. 16,628.56 ] Heirs - Others -
2,527.29 3,853,63 .. Laguna Pueblo
25,233.18 . “Laguna Pueblo
(this amount was .
divided by Ranchos . Laguna Puéblo
San Juan, G1gante, ™
and E]'R1to) Laguna Pueblo
L Total Laguna average
. . 11,833 acres.
17,328.91 (Pyeblo 1ands ALWrtotal 41, 833 acres)
871-. 33 ‘ - Laguna Pueblo - A
95,791. 66 . (Pueblo Tands now to;a] 234,414 acres)
4,340.276 S Non Heirs - |
A 16,000 . . Non Heirs




220
221

222.
223.
224,

225.

GRANT NAM

\]

Cafiada de los Apaches

" Pueblo of Isleta‘

TYPE ~ YEAR.
21, 1. 1769
212, P!
213.1-6 1845
214, 1 1716
215, 1-C 1716’
. . ~
216.1-C 1718
217. 1 1840
218.1-C 1739
219. ¢ <. 1739

0jo de la.Cabra
Joaqdiin Sedillo &
Antonio Gutiérrez

San Clemente
Lo De Padilla

Nuestra-Senora de
Guadalupe Mine

Nicolas Duran de
Chavez .
Tomé

TORRANCE  COUNTY

.I-G
.I-G
C
C
I

1819  Bartolomé Baca ,;'
1845 EstanC}a /;’
1829 Manzano
1834° Tajique
“ 1831 Nerio_Antonio
' Montoya
1841 Chilili
. /

N

N\

N

ACRES ACRES
CONFIRMED REJECTED ~ PRESENT OWNERSHIP
: .
. oo A
86,249.09 . Isleta Pueblo
131,495.30 . SPueb]q/}andS'fS:f? 209,891 agres) "
- 4,340.54  Norpttbirs
22,636.92 s eblo
- /
37,099.29 Heirs - Others
51,940.82 Peralta Tract\Ehd
Isleta Pueblo.
~ 16,000 Government
_ . _
39,827.68 * Heirs
121,594.53 Heirs --Others
J ~ / | ‘ N ’
500,000 - ‘Non Heirs '
- P . / ,
'415,056.56  Non Heirs
) '17,360,24 Heirs - Government
. .2
7,185.55 Heirs
3,546.06 ° Non Heirs ™
41,481.00  Heirs - others
R / ‘
-19-
»

o




TYPE

YEAR

<

GUADALUPE COUNTY ™~ :

© 926.1-A
227.1-6G
e ] -
228.1 =
v 229.1-G
230.C

SAu\mIGU\\\QOUNTY

232. 1-6
233. 1-G
234. ¢
235. 1
236.1 °

-237.]sss _

238. C

239. C
240. C

'} .
241. P-C.

o 242. C

243. C
204. C

245. 1

GRANT NAME <

ACRES ACRES

CONFIRMED

~ /,‘

REJECTED

\455. 55

62

PRESENT 0 \ERsuxb

|

~

Government

>

y

1838 Joseph Sutton
(0jo de Aqil) \\\\\\\
. > ,\ AR . -
1824 Agua Negra 17, 36 a1 Heirs and Non Heirs
1824 Jos€ Leandro Pered 12,712 5,000 ~.  Heirs . °
. ~ \\ ' T
1823 Preston Beck, PONT N .
(Juan Estevan\P1no) 318,699.72> " Non 55;25\\\\\
1842~ \\ﬁhggEFura Hﬂ\\PEEBS%;EiFk 120,000 Government \\\\
1822 Antn Chico. “‘\\\\\ 258,537.50 120,000 ~ . Heirs, Preston Beck\\\
A . ~ GOVernment.
\ \\\ - ~ ~ )
X N LN
1824 ~ Pablo Montoya 655 468. 07 B “~c_ Non Heirs. ang overnment
1818 Anton1p<0rt1z 163,921. 68 \\\Noﬁ\ﬂel:i\\\\ \\\\\.
7 ™~ . N ,
1846~ Chaperito - 6,419 _+ Lots ownés\bx\?e1rs
1842 0jo del Apache 28,000 Non Heirs = . @
1839;ﬁﬂChupaderos de la .
. lLagunita 4,340 _Government
1824 Bernal Spring 20,000 Government
1824 Tecolote 48,123:38 . Heirs
1794  San Miguel del Vado  5,207.73 <310,093.07 Heirs
. [+3 »
1814  Los Trigos 7,342 +304.56 - Some Heirs, mostly
: : Non Heirs
Rueblo of Pecos - 18,763.33 Non Heirs
1815 Alexander valle 1,242 " Non Heirs .
1845- Los Manuelitas ‘ £ 200,000  Largely Non Heirs _
1839  Sanguijuela e , o o - |
(Sapel16) 20,000 Largely Non Heirs. —
1835 James Boney‘ + 6,000 John Scolly }
1843  John Scolly 25,000 T Encroaching on-Mora , \:
; rind Las Vegas Grants
20 ’ ;



-

~

| ' _ - ACRES ‘ACRES ’
TYPE YEAR  GRANT NAME . CONFIRMED - REJECTED PRESENT OWNERSHIP ™.
= - .
247.C 1835 Las Vegas ' 431,653.65 Heirs, Non Heirs
. , _ - 6,250 acres
248.1-6 1820 Baca Locations (2 tracts) 99,289.39 - .  Non Heirs
* MORA COUNTY N | o
49.C | . 1835 ' Mora Grant S 890,000 Largely Non Heirs, -
o _ N _ Government oo
250.1-6 1885 Gervais Nolan |\ 575,98.71 Government y
N S S o ~ S 6
251.C | 1837 Guadalupita(within R ~ N , i
o Mora Grant) ~ . \ 47,743 Largely Non Heirs\}\ . -
252.1-6 \183f‘4 Ocate”  _ . L 69,848 Non eirs -
| - | N |
COLFAX COUNTYe, . - ~ g _ »
N ~ RN ) ? ' .
253,1:9 J838° Ufa del Gato ‘ 3 600,000 Non Heirs
254.1 .| . 1678 "Corpos Cristo" N Fraud = ‘ z
e (Benjamin Hodges - " 696,960  Rejected
255.1-A46 1841 Maxwell 1,7143764.94 . Non Heirs
SOCORRO COUNTY s - |
256.I-C/ 1819 Pedro Armendaris . - 447;53415' Victorio Cattle Company - .
4 33 and 34 - - : '
257.IL‘LG 1845 Bosque del Apache | 60,117.39 ' ' Go@érnment. :
258.C 1817  Socorro. ' .éf 17,371.1? 825,888.41 Heirs- Others
259.C 1819 Sevilleta ~261,187.9 - " Non Heirs (fa Joya
, : . - ————~Game Refuge)—— . —
260.1- 1825 Arroyo de San . ’ | 2 ~
% - N~ Lorenzo . . 130,138.98 Governmeit s
- v ) -
261.C [ 1823 - Casa Colorado ‘ - 21,689.06 - 110,090.31 Héirs-/Town of Belen -
262.C| 1740 Belen ° "196,663.75 - " Meirst Others
- | ; o ;
‘253,I-b 1845 San Acasio (within - _ / o
\ Sevilleta Grant?) ' 18,000 ° Government
- | |
‘\' . /
. - - _ o
\ 63 | |




— : < - ACRES ACRES
TYPE YEAR  GRANT NAME \\\\\; CONFIRMED REJECTED PRESENT OWNERSHIP
GRANTS COUNTY | ' \ ,
" 264.1-C 1801 - Santa Rita del | h .
~ o Cobre Mine o 31.26 ’ . ‘ Kennecott Copper Corp. "
STERRA €O | (-\ o A
RRA COUNTY ' : -
\"‘ ' . ' : ’ \"-.\ \\ \ N
,-2¢65.1 - 1845 Jornada del Muerto “_, o, 250,000 " Government
\\ \ \ \ “ \\ .
. N BN\
'GUADALUPE HIRANDA \ \ v
\255 I-G  \]856 Gu}uam an | 4,751 Government
267.1-G_ '1@53 Romuto Bare \\\\\\\\ 4 428 Government ,
;26@.1-@ 1790\\ ;\g¥§§feresa o , :
‘ \;‘\ ’ (C 1}10) 5,774.51 Heirs-Non HeiF§:>\,¢
, }.'ZGQTTTGA 1853  Juan Jose” Sanchez . - 4,428 ~ Government '
270.C 1850 -Refugio Civil Colony P
" : {La Unidn) ' : 11,524.30 Heirs- Others
271.1+G ' 1852 - José Manuel Sdnchez ‘ A o
, Baca (San Miguel) 3,530.6 : Heirs- Others
272.C - 1853 - Santo Tomds de ’ ‘ - f
: . , Yturbide Colony 9,622.34 - Heirs- Others
273.C/ 1850 Mesilla Civil Colony 21,628.52 . Heirs- Othe
274..C 1805 Brazito (Mesquite?) 14,808.075 Non Heirs
275.1 1822 John Weath , 108.000 Governmen
276.0 " 1840 Dofia Ana Bend Colony 35,399.017 ~ Heirs- Others
N - TERO COUN{x-(Las Cruces)
| 2#7.2- 1828  Rancho de Ys]eta* N R 823,608 Government*
o - . e .
| -*Recently, the United States Government restored Pueblo status to the- T1wa
community of Ysleta but apparent]y only that portion of 1ts land which is in
Texas. B
| v BRI S 64 ;
| O | :
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